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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, > 


) 

Plaintiff, ) 

) 

vs ) 

) 

GERALD ARMSTONG, et al., ) 

) 

Defendants. ) 

__ ) 

) 

AND RELATED CROSS-ACTION. ) 


NO. C 420 153 


Deposition of MARY SUE HUBBARD, taken on behalf 
of Defendants, at 617 South Olive Street, Los Angeles, 
California, commencing at the hour of 10:30 a.m., Tuesday, 
January 11, 1983, before DANNY R. ENRICO, C.S.R. #2033, 
Notary Public within and for the State of California, 
pursuant to Notice. 


APPEARANCES OF COUNSEL: 

For Plaintiff: 

HOWARD J. STECFIEL, ESQ. 

6255 Sunset Boulevard, Suite 2000 
Los Angeles, California 90028 

For Defendant Gerald Armstrong: 

CONTOS & BUNCH 

BY: MS. JULIA DRAGOJEVIC 

5855 Topange Canyon Boulevard, Suite 400 
Woodland Hills, California 91367 
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APPEARANCES OF COUNSEL (Continued): 

For the Intervenor: 

BARRETT S. LITT, ESQ. 

617 South Olive Street, Suite 1000 
Los Angeles, California 90014 
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MARY SUE HUBBARD, 

called as a witness by and on behalf 
of Defendants, having been first duly 
sworn, was examined and testified as 
follows: 


5 


EXAMINATION 

BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: 

Q Would you please state your full name for the 

record. 

A Mary Sue Hubbard. 

Q Have you ever been known by any other names, 

Mrs. Hubbard? 

A No. 

Q Maiden name, other married names.? 

A Maiden name, Mary Sue Whipp, W-h-i-p-p. 

Q Mrs. Hubbard, do you understand that you are 

under oath? 

A I do. 

Q Do' you understand that the testimony you give 

here today has the same force and effect as testimony you 
might give in a court of law before a judge or a jury? 

A Most certainly. 

Q The gentleman seated to your far right is a 

court reporter. He’s taking down everything that's said 
here today, my questions, your answers, and any other 
questions or comments that other counsel may have. After 
the deposition is over, it will be transcribed into a 




1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 


DAN ENRICO & ASSOCIATES, certified shorthand reporters 


6 

booklet and you'11 have the opportunity to read through 
that booklet, to make any changes or corrections that you 
feel necessary. However, I want to warn you that if you 
do make any changes or corrections in your testimony of 
a substantial nature, myself or any other attorney involved 
in trying this lawsuit will have the opportunity to comment 
on those changes. 

Do you understand that? 

A I do understand that. I'm pretty familiar 

with this routine. 

Q Okay. And you understand, if your testimony 

today differs in any way from testimony that may be taken 
at the time of trial, myself or any other attorney involved 
in the suit would also have an opportunity to comment on 
that difference? 

A Oh, most certainly, yes. 

Q I would request, for the court reporter's sake, 

that you wait until I have finished my questions before you 
provide me with an answer. 

Do you understand that? 

A I do. 

Q Okay. And I will provide you with' the same 

courtesy. I would also request that, as you have been 
doing, to keep your answers in verbal form, no nods of the 
head, no other gestures, since the court reporter cannot 
take down gestures or nods of the head. 

Do you understand that? 

A I do. 
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Q When I ask you a question and you have answered 
it, I will assume that you have understood my question. Is 
that fair? 


A 

Fair. 

Q 

If you have any doubt as to what I've asked you 


or any question in your mind as to what I've asked you, 
simply tell me that and I will rephrase the question for 
you. Okay? 


A 

Fine. 

Q 

If for any reason during the deposition you want 


to take a break, just let me know and we'll do that. 


A 

Thank you. 

Q 

Is there any reason, mental or physical, that 


you cannot give your best deposition testimony here today? 


A 

NO. 

Q 

Are you on any medication? 

A 

No. 

Q 

Have you had any alcohol within the last 24 hours! 

A 

No. 

Q 

Have you ever had your deposition taken before? 

A 

Yes. 

Q 

In connection with what? 

A 

In connection with various civil suits. 

Q 

Pardon me? 

A 

Various civil suits. 

Q 

How many civil suits? 

A 

Two. 

Q 

What did those two suits generally involve? 
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A They generally involved actions in which I was 

named as a party defendant with the church. 

Q Who were these actions brought by? 

A One was by Mayor Cazares, the former Mayor 

Cazares, and one was by John and Nan McLean. 

Q Have you reviewed any documentation in preparation 

for your deposition here today? 

A I have. 

Q What documentation have you reviewed? 

A I have reviewed the — the Non-Existence 

Formula written by your client, and my answer thereto. 

Q The Non-Existence Formula written by Gerry 

Armstrong? 

A That's correct. 

Q Why did you choose to review that documentation 

prior to this deposition? 

A I wanted to see specifically what he had stated 

in that to myself. 

0 What did he state in the Non-Existence Formula? 

MR. LITT: Objection. The Non-Existence Formula 
speaks for itself, and I believe is a document attached 
to Mr. Armstrong's deposition. 

Do you have a copy with you? And it can be 
put on the record. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I don't have a copy of it with me. 

If you have a copy of it here, perhaps you can provide it 
to me. 

MR. LITT: If you want to take a five-minute break. 
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MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Sure. 

(Whereupon a recess was taken.) 

MR. LITT: All right. For the record, Ms. Dragojevic - 

That's the correct pronunciation? 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: That's close enough. 

MR. LITT: I am providing you with a copy of what 
purports to be a letter from Gerry Armstrong, which has a 
reference. New Post Non-E Formula and a second document, 
which is addressed, "Dear Gerry," and signed, "Mary Sue," 
which presumably is in response to that document. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Thank you. 

MR. STECHEL: Oh, thank you, sir. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I would like to have these two 
documents attached to the deposition as Defendant's A and B. 

(Whereupon the aforementioned 
documents were marked as Defendant's 
Exhibits A and B, respectively, for 
identification by the Notary Public, 
and a copy annexed hereto.) 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Did you review any other 

documentation other than these two documents which have 
been labeled Defendant's A and B? 

A I did. 

Q What other documentation did you review? 

A I reviewed the stolen documents in the Los 

Angeles, I think, Superior Court under seal. 

Q When did you review those documents? 

A I reviewed them last week. 
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Q Did you review any other documentation? 

A No. 

Q Were you recently sentenced in the case of 

the United States versus Mary Sue Hubbard? 

MR. LITT: Object. 

MR. STECHEL: I join in the objection. 

MR. LITT: It's irrelevant. 

MR. STECHEL: Irrelevant and designed to annoy and 
harass the witness. And I want again to say on the record 
this is a case of conversion of property belonging to the 
church and also claimed to be belonging to the intervenor 
and has been attempted repeatedly to be turned into an anti- 
scientology trial, and this is another example of it, and 
I object and I request that the attorney for the witness 
direct the witness not to answer. It's irrelevant, immateria 
and annoying. 

MR. LITT: With respect to that matter, Ms. Dragojevic, 
you may make inquiry, which I will allow the witness to 
answer -- it will be under objection, but I will permit her 
to answer — and that is whether she's ever been convicted 

of a crime and what the name of the case is, 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Are you instructing the witness — 

MR. LITT: Other than that — 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Are you instructing the witness not 
to answer the question I just asked? 

MR. LITT: Yes, as to her sentencing, yes. 

MR. STECHEL: I join in that objection. 

Q • BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Have you ever been convicted 
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of a felony? 

A I have. 

Q What felony is that? 

A Conspiracy to obstruct justice. 

MR. LITT: I will repeat, of course, which I have 
already'stated, that we object to those questions as 
irrelevant. 

MR. STECHEL: I move to strike the last answer on 
the same grounds, and I object to the question and move 
to strike the answer. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Did you receive a sentence 

for conspiracy to obstruct justice? 

MR. STECHEL: Same objection. 

MR. LITT: Objection. Don't answer the question. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Have you been sentenced 

to a federal facility? 

MR. STECHEL: Same objection. 

MR. LITT: Just a moment. Do you have any offer of 
proof as to why you need that? 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: So that I know where. Mrs. Hubbard 
will be located in the future in trying to determine her 
whereabouts. 

MR. LITT: Mrs. Hubbard does not presently know where 
she will be. I will represent to you on the record, I 
will advise you of where she will be when that is in fact 
determined. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: What is your current 

residence address? 
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MR. LITT: Objection, and I'm going to instruct the 
witness not to answer. Mrs. Hubbard's residence address, 
for reasons which I will explain, will not be given out. 

She has at various times been subjected to harassment over 
the years whenever her address has been made public. She 
has also been subjected to efforts by the press to intrude 
upon her privacy. If you have any need to communicate with 
Mrs. Hubbard, you may do so through me. And as far as the 
deposition in this case, you have successfully noticed her 
deposition and she has appeared. She's instructed not to 
answer. 

MR. STECHEL: I also object and join on those grounds, 
and add the grounds that it's irrelevant, incompetent and 

i 

immaterial what her present address is. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Are you currently married? 

A I am. 

Q What is your husband's name? 

A L. Ron Hubbard. 

Q When did you marry Mr. Hubbard? 

A In 1952. 

Q Where did the marriage take place, in what 

city? 

A I don't recall the name of the city. It was 

in Oklahoma. 

Q Are there any children of that marriage to 

Mr. Hubbard? 

A There are. 

Q Okay. What are your children's names? 
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A Diana 

Q I'm sorry? 

A. Diana Meredith DeWolf. 

Q I'm sorry, I had some difficulty hearing you. 

Could you please repeat that? 

A Diana Meredith DeWolf. 

Q How old is Diana? 

A 30. 

Q A.ny other children? 

A Yes. Quinton Jeffrey McCauley Hubbard. 

Q How old is Quinton? 

A He's deceased. 

Q When did he die? 

A 1976. 

Q Any other children? 

A Yes. Marie Suzette Rochelle Titmus. 

Q Would you spell the last name? 

A T-i-t-m-u-s. 

Q How old is Marie? 

A She's 27. 

Q Any other children? 

A Arthur Ronald Conway Hubbard. 

Q How old is Arthur? 

A 2 4. 

Q Any other children? 

A No. 

Q Do any of your children reside with you? 

A No. 
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Q Other than your marriage to Mr, Hubbard, were 

you ever married previous to 1952? 

A No. 

Q Does Mr. Hubbard currently reside with you? 

A No. 

Q When was the last time Mr. Hubbard resided 

with you? 

MR. STECHEL: I want to just -- while the witness 

is hesitating, I object. I think this line of questioning 
has been going on for some time and is really annoying, 
and I wish the attorney would get down to the question of 
who owns those documents that are in dispute here rather 
than have a staged deposition on the allegedly sensational 
subject of L. Ron Hubbard and the personal private life of 
the witness. And I object as incompetent, irrelevant, 
immaterial, and under 2019 (b) of the Code of Civil 

Procedure, its annoyance far outweighs any conceivable 
value. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: You can make any objections you want, 
Mr. Stechel. 

MR. STECHEL: I do and I object on behalf of the 
Church of Scientology of California. And I think this is 
reminiscent of what we have been subjected to for over a 
year, the harassment and is in no way that important. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I'm entitled to conduct the 
deposition in the manner I wish. You are entitled to 
obj ect. 

MR. STECHEL: I do, and I will make such objections 
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as I see fit, and I believe that's a perfectly proper and 
bonafide obj ection. 

MR. LITT: I'll join in the objection, but the 
witness may answer the question. 

THE WITNESS: I may what? 

MR. LITT: You can answer. 

THE WITNESS: What was your question again? 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: When was the last time Mr. 


Hubbard resided with you? 

A I don't understand your question because it's — 

I don't know what you mean like residing. You know, like, 
we are both living in the same abode together or we last 
saw each other or were with each other or what? 

Q No, the last time you were living in the same 

abode together? 

A I see. Okay. That was in July, 1977. 

Q Where did you reside together? 

A In LaQuinta, California. 

Q How long did you reside together at LaQuinta, 

California? 


MR. STECHEL: I object. I see no conceivable relevance 
to how long it was she resided with her husband some years 
ago in some particular location. If you could conceivably 
specify exactly how that bears upon the right, title and 
interest to personal letters in 1952 between husband and 


wife, how that conceivably bears upon that subject that 
you must know how long she lived with a man at a particular 
address. I object. It's irrelevant, incompetent, immaterial 
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annoying, harassing and embarrassing. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Please, answer the question. 

A I'm afraid you better give that to me again. 

Q How long did you reside with Mr, Hubbard at 

the LaQuinta, California residence? 

A From sometime in October or November of 1976 

until the time in July, 1977. 

Q Can you recall the address of that residence? 

A No, I do not. 

Q Was anyone living there with you and Mr. Hubbard? 

MR. STECHEL: I object on the same grounds; that it 
seeks to invade the marital relationship on a level that 
is completely uncalled for in this case. I don't know how 
it bears upon the issue of ownership of documents, whether 
or not one of her children or someone else was living in 
that house. If you could possibly specify how that is 
relevant, maybe there would be some basis for the question. 

I think it's just annoying, and I object on the grounds 
of 2 019 (,b) of the Code of Civil Procedure. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Can you answer the question, - 

please. 

A No one else was living at that house at that 

' time. 

Oh, just a moment. There was. There was my 
secretary and then later her husband. 

Q What was your secretary's name? 

A Jacqueline Merwin, M-e-r-w-i-n. 

Q Her husband's name, please? 
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A Richard Merwin. 

Q Where did you reside prior to the LaQuinta 

address? 

A I resided in -- in an apartment complex over 

on Overland Avenue in Los Angeles. 

Q What were the inclusive dates of your residence 

there? 

A From about, approximately the first of June or 

the end of May, 1976 until October or November, 1976. 

Q Did you reside there with Mr. Hubbard? 

A I did. 

Q Pardon me? 

A I did. 

Q Was there anyone else living with you at that 

address, on Overland? 

A Not in my apartment, no. 

Q You say not in your apartment, was there someone 

living in the building that you knew? 

A Yes. 

Q Who were those individuals or individual? 

A Your client, Gerry Armstrong was one, Jacqueline 

Merwin, a girl by the name of Bridget, Kima Douglas, 

Henrietta Sanderson, Claire Rossow, R-o-s-s-o-w. I'm not 
certain, but I think David Rossow, Jenny Hoff, a couple other 
people whose names I don't recall at this time. 

Q At that time were all of these individuals that 

you have just listed members of the Church of Scientology? 

A Yes, they were. 
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Q Did all of these individuals hold certain 

positions within the church? 

A They did. 

Q What position did Mr. Armstrong hold? 

A He was a communicator, handling the Telex 

communication and mail lines at that time. 

Q Jacqueline Merwin? 

A She held the position as my secretary, my 

secretary and communicator. 

Q Bridget? 

A She was, I believe, cooking for the -- for 


everyone. 

Q Kima Douglas? 

A She was head of the -- sort of like the house¬ 

keeping unit. 

Q Henrietta Sanderson? 

A She was a cook. 

Q Claire Rossow? 

A She was a messenger. 

Q David Rossow? 

A A messenger. 

Q Was there some reason that all of these 

individuals you have listed resided in the same apartment 
building as yourself and Mr. Hubbard? - 

A Yes. 

Q What was that reason? 

A They were handling the communications for 

myself and my husband to and from the church. And those 
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who were not directly engaged in that, were cooking the 
meals and helping do the housekeeping for the rest of us. 

Q Where did you reside prior to the Overland 

Avenue apartment? 

A I resided in Dunedin, Florida, 

MR. STECHEL: I have the same objection. We are 
obviously going to spend a long time on every residence 
of this witness, and I don't believe it's proper. I think 
it's annoying, harassing, and its relevancy, if any, is 
so remote as to be far outweighed by the other elements. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: What were the inclusive 

dates of your residence in Dunedin, Florida? 

A I resided there from sometime in September — 

pardon me — October or November -- oh, pardon me. 

Dunedin, sometime in December 1976 until the end of May 
or the first of June, 1976 — no, '75. 

MR. LITT: December, '75? 

THE WITNESS: December, '75. 

MR. LITT: Just to clarify that, that was December, 
'75 to June, '76. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Did you reside with Mr. 

Hubbard in Dunedin? 

A I did for a certain period, yes. 

Q For what period? 

A From the period of December, 1975 until 

sometime in January, I think, 1976. 

Q Where did Mr. Hubbard go after January of 1976? 

A He went — I later -- I did not know this, but 
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I later learned that he went to Washington, D.C. 

Q Did he then return to Dunedin? 

A No, he did not. 

Q Did he go straight to the Overland address? 

A At some point he did, yes. 

MR. STECHEL: Again, I object. I object. This 
deposition is. apparently being used to try other lawsuits 
which are all over the newspapers, and which this is 
becoming a harassment, in my view, and I object. And 
it's not my office to direct this witness not to answer, 
but the Church of Scientology objects to the line of 
questioning, where it's going and what its purpose is, and 
its purpose is to try other suits in the newspaper rather 
than get down to the simple question of whether or not this 
witness converted property not belonging to him. 

MR. LITT: Defendant, defendant not witness. 

MR. STECHEL: Excuse me. Whether Mr. Armstrong, as 
alleged by plaintiff, the Church of Scientology, converted 
property not belonging to him as is obviously shown by 
these exhibits that are already attached to this deposition. 
Pardon me for that. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I think what's going to prolong this 
deposition is not my questioning but your repeated objections 
and lengthy reasons stated. 

MR. STECHEL: I think it's terrible what you are 
doing Ms. Dragojevic. I think this witness is distraught 
and you are annoying her further and I think it's terrible. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Are you distraught, Mrs. 
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Hubbard? 


A I think that this is not pertinent to my 

position in this case. 

Q But are you distraught? 

A No. I will bear with you endlessly if you want 

to go on, but it's not -- it's certainly not pertinent, 
in my opinion, and it's certainly not necessary, in my 
opinion, but you seem to be going down this line so just 
bear on. 


Q Fine. 

MR. LITT: Let me say, if you — as far as I'm 
concerned, these inquiries are not relevant. If you want 
to go into them, I'm going to let you go into them. We 
have only a certain amount of time for the deposition and 
you can choose where you want to spend your time. But you 
know we are under certain time constraint in terns of Mrs. 
Hubbard's availability without your having to go to a great 
deal of difficulty, so it's up to you. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: What time constraints are we under? 

I wasn't aware of any time constraints. 

MR. LITT: You noticed this deposition in conjunction 
with other depositions which were set for tomorrow and the 
day after, therefore, this deposition is noticed for today. 
Mrs. Hubbard is not going to be available in the City of 
Los Angeles after January 28 and my schedule, my deposition 
schedule in this case and other cases is such that I'm not 
going to be able to arrange another deposition day with 
you while she's in Los Angeles. I'm not saying that she 
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would not be available, I'm just saying it would be of 
some inconvenience to you. You would have to travel out 
of the city to complete the deposition. So it's up to you. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: The Notice of Deposition indicates 
the deposition will continue from day to day if not completed 
I have been advised that the individuals whose depositions 
were set for January 12th and 13th have not been served 
because they have either avoided service or my process 
server was unable to reach them, so those depositions will 
not be going forward as scheduled. 

MR. LITT: Yes. Eut my schedule is such that based 
on your having set depositions on the 12th and 13th, were 
depositions which I did not intend to attend because I did 
not consider them relevant to my client's interest in the 
case, I have other scheduling problems, and Mrs. Hubbard 
has a great deal of matters she must clear up in the next 
two weeks. It was our understanding from the way you 
noticed these depositions, that your'intention, at least 
for this week, was to take the deposition only today. You 
never communicated otherwise to me. And given the way 
you arranged the schedule, I think that was a fair inference 
on my part and I planned accordingly. As I say, I'm not 
saying that she will not be available for a continuation 
of her deposition -- she will be -- but not necessarily 
in a very convenient way for you. If you want to spend 
your time, that's up to you. 

THE WITNESS: I want to go for today. That was all 


I knew. 
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MR. STECHEL: Absolutely. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: The deposition notice indicates from 
day to day. That's understood. You take — 

MR. LITT: That's fine. I'm telling you that the 
deposition will not continue tomorrow. If you are not 
completed today, I will be glad to work with you on when 
it will be completed, but it was my understanding from the • 
way that you noticed the depositions that you intended a 
single day's deposition only. 

MR. STECHEL: Absolutely, 

MR. LITT: And I planned accordingly and I never heard 
otherwise from you. And that's where we stand. So as I 
say, you can do what you want. I'm just trying to set it 
out to you so that you understand where we are. 

MR. STECHEL: I would like to add that the deposition 
of Mr. Miscavige was scheduled for tomorrow, has just within 
the last 24 hours cancelled, and I expected it would go 
forward. I sent correspondence along that line. We asked 
in advance to be notified if it was going to go forward, 
and rather than to do that Ms. Dragojevic, at the last 
moment, tells us it's cancelled. Now, this witness and 
her attorney, Mr. Litt, are very gracious, indeed. I think 
that this witness is a very gracious witness, but despite 
the graciousness of the witness and her attorney, I want 
the record to show that the church will reserve its right 
to seek protective order relief if this witness is — if 
you again attempt to drag this lady back into deposition 
after today. The church is not bound — 
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MS. DRAGOJEVIC: You can do whatever you want, Mr. 
Stechel. 

MR. STECHEL: The church is not bound by the obvious 
graciousness and decency of this lady and her attorney. 

We protect our rights as we see fit, and I think this 
harassment and the nature of the deposition as its proceeded 
so far is very evident. If I were taking the deposition, 

I would ask about the property that she claims to own as 
intervenor. Why don't we get down to what this case is 
about, who owns these documents? 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I'm taking this deposition and I'm 
going to decide what questions I'm going to ask. 

MR. STECHEL: Fine. And the church will reserve its 
rights and I don't want to be bound by the fact that the 
witness is overly gracious and generous to you. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I haven't said anything about that 
and I can't see any court granting a protective order. 

MR. STECHEL: I think the court would grant a 
protective order under the circumstances of harassment of 
this lady. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I have not harassed this woman. Your 
comments here are more harassing than anything that's been 
done. 

MR. STECHEL: I disagree. If you have any questions, 

I think you should proceed to the merits of the lawsuit. 

And further, it was on August the 24th, I 
believe, or September 24th, that Judge Cole himself said on 
the record he doesn't care about allegations of good and 
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evil in the case. He's interested in one question: Who 
owns those documents? That's on the record and that's 
what this case is about, who owns the documents. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I haven't asked anything about good 
and evil. I'm simply trying to get background information 
from this witness. I request you discontinue making long 
speeches on the record, because if you are concerned about 
this deposition not going over, your speeches are certainly 
going to prolong this deposition. In fact, you were a half 
hour late to the deposition, Mr. Stechel, and we had to 
wait for you. 

MR. STECHEL: I disagree with you and I'm not making — 

t 

giving speeches, I'm making objections. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Make your objections and state the 
grounds for it. 

MR. STECHEL: I have. I have. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Fine. 

Q Do you know what Mr. Hubbard's current residence 

is? 


A I do not. 

Q Do you have any communications with him 

presently? 


A I do. I do. 

Q How often have you had communication with him 

in 1982? 


MR. LITT: Objection. The question is vague. When 
you say communication with him, it's not clear whether 
you are referring to or from. 
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Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: What form does your 

communication with Mr. Hubbard take? Is it by telephone, 
by mail? 

A By mail. 

Q How often do you receive mail from Mr. Hubbard, 

let's say, in one month's period? 

A Once or twice a month. 

Q Do you also write back to Mr. Hubbard? 

A .1 do. But I do not know if my letters are 

received by him. 

Q To what address do you write? 

A No address. 

Q Where do you put the letter once you have 

written it? 

A In my out basket. 

Q Where is this out basket located? 

A On my desk. 

Q Where is your desk located? 

A In my home. 

Q Does someone pick up whatever you place in 

your out basket? 

A Yes. 

Q Who picks this up? 

A Nevelle Potter. 

Q Do you know where Mr. Potter delivers the 

documents or items that you put in your out basket? 

A Generally, yes. 

Q • My question is: Do you know where Mr. Potter 
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delivers 

the documents? 

A 

I do not know specifically where Mr. Potter 

delivers 

the letters. I only know that it's a mail service: 

Q 

Is this an independent mail service or is it 

some way 

related to the Church of Scientology? 

A 

An independent mail service. 

Q 

What is the name of the service? 

A 

I do not know. 

Q 

I'm sorry, I can't hear you. 

A 

I do not know. 

Q 

Did you hire this mail service? 

A 

I do not know. I don't think so. 

Q 

Do you know who did hire the mail service? 

A 

I do not know. 

Q 

Have you ever given instructions to Mr. Potter 


as to where to deliver your letters to Mr. Hubbard? 


A 

No. 

Q 

Have you ever had any discussion with him as 


to where to deliver letters to Mr. Hubbard? 

A I just told you no, only that he delivers them 

to a mail service. 

Q Is Mr. Hubbard's name on the outside of the 

envelope? 


A 

No, it's not. 

Q 

Is there anything written on the outside of 


the envelope? 


A 

Yes. 

Q 

What? 
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A 

"To R." 

Q 

What does that stand for? 

A 

To Ron. 

Q 

Do you know Mr. Potter's address? 

A 

Yes. 

Q 

Please give it to me. 

A 

I. refuse to give that address to you. 

MR. 

LITT: It's on my instruction. 

MS. 

DRAGOJEVIC: Pardon? 

MR. 

LITT: It's on my instruction. Mr. Potter lives 

with Mrs. 

Hubbard, but she will not give her address. 

MR. 

STECHEL: The church joins in that objection. 

Q 

BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Does anyone else presently 


reside with you, Mrs. Hubbard? 


A 

Yes. 

Q 

Could you tell me who? 

MR. 

STECHEL: I object as irrelevant. 


THE WITNESS: There is Mr. Potter's wife, Henrietta 
Sanderson, and my two dogs, Yama and Tashi. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: From the mail received by 

you from Mr. Hubbard, is it in any way evident to you that 
he is receiving your letters? 

MR. STECHEL: I object to the form of the question as 
being -- calling for conclusions and opinions. It's vague 
and ambiguous, incomprehensible, and calls for an incompetent 
response. 


MR. LITT: Well, let me -- I will permit the witness 
to answer that question only. Concerning any contents of 
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communications from or to her husband, without being 
speculation about any of the contents, she can give her 
opinion as to whether or not the letters indicate that 
he receives her letters. 

MR. STECHEL: I also object on the ground it's 
irrelevant. It now postdates the period in v/hich the 
documents which are the subject matter of this case were 
generated. It invades the marital privilege and communica¬ 
tions at a time following the time that these documents 
were produced. There's no bearing on it. And it's just 
designed to harass the witness and her husband and the 
church and to just create a lot of smoke and aggravation 
and annoyance, and I think it has nothing to do with this 
suit. It may have to do with other suits, but I think you 
should proceed in those other suits in different counties 
and places across the country rather than now. This is 
a staging ground for that. 

THE WITNESS: Yes, it is evident to me. 

0 BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: How is it evident to you? 

A It is evident to me that he does not receive 

my letters. 

Q Can you describe for me in more detail how it 

is evident to you that he does not receive your mail? 

MR. LIT'T: Let me have a moment. 

MR. STECHEL: Yes. And I object. While the witness 
is hesitating, I object on the grounds this is a form of 
cruelty being inflicted on this witness to pursue this 
and persist and pound away at this same line of questioning 
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about a woman and her husband she's not-living with. I 
think it's cruel and embarrassing and improper. 

THE WITNESS: Yes, it is evident that from his 
letters and what he says in his letters that he has not 
received anything from myself. He makes no reference or 
mention of anything to which I have communicated to him. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Have you ever made any 

attempt to obtain Mr. Hubbard's current address? 

MR. STECHEL: I object as being irrelevant, incompetent 
immaterial, and continues to harass and annoy this very 
gracious lady who is a witness here and it has nothing to 
do with the case. 

THE WITNESS: No. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Why is that? 

MR. STECHEL: I object on the same grounds, as to 
why — why this woman is going to track down in this 
fashion an alleged address of her husband. I think it's 
terrible, Ms. Dragojevic, and I implore you to please 
desist and go on to relevant subject matter. I object as 
irrelevant, incompetent, immaterial, annoying and harassing. 

MR. LITT: Ms. Dragojevic, I will allow that question 
to be answered, but as to the personal relationships 
between Mr. and Mrs. Hubbard, they are not appropriate 
areas of inquiry. If you go much further, I'm going to 
stop it. I will let her answer this question. 

THE WITNESS: What was your question again? 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Why have you never made any 

inquiry to find the whereabouts of Mr. Hubbard? 
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A Because when my husband -- when I last personally 

communicated with my husband, he told me that he was going 
to be going off to engage in writing and research and that 
he would be in communication at a time when a lot of my own 
personal troubles were over and when he had finished his — 
what he was intending to do. 

Q Do you ever receive any checks from Mr. Hubbard? 

MR. STECHEL: I object. I object again. This is 
irrelevant. Whether or not Mr. Hubbard is presently 
supporting this witness is irrelevant, incompetent, immaterial, 
it's an invasion of privacy, it has nothing to do with the 
ownership of documents in the 1950s and '60s. I cannot see 
for the life of me what relevancy it has. Maybe you are 
smarter than I, Ms. Dragojevic, but I've asked you, begged 
you to state a ground of relevancy. I object on the grounds 
of irrelevant -- 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I don't have to explain any of my 
questions to you, Mr. Stechel. 

MR. STECHEL: I don't have the power, unfortunately, 
to direct the witness not to answer, but I would if I did. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Her attorney can take care of that 
if he sees proper. 

THE WITNESS: I am supported by my husband, yes. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: How often do you receive 

checks? 

A Once a month. 

Q Do you know what bank these checks are drawn 


from? 













1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 


DAN ENRICO & ASSOCIATES. CERTIFIED shorthand reporters 


32 

A No, I don 1 1. 

Q Have you ever kept any copies of these checks? 

A No, I have not. 

Q Do you retain Mr. Hubbard's correspondence to 

you? 

A Yes, I have. 

Q Is this correspondence kept in your home? 

A Yes, it is. 

Q What is the general nature of your correspondence 

with Mr. Hubbard? 

MR. STECHEL: Object — 

MR. LITT: Object. The witness is instructed not to 
answer on the basis of marital privilege. They are private 
communications, they are none of your business. 

MR. STECHEL: I renew my objections to the whole line, 
and I want the examining attorney to be on notice that the 
persistence in the line of irrelevancy will be cited to the 
court on a motion for protective order if and when you 
don't complete this deposition and seek to drag this lady 
back in for further deposition at great annoyance to her 
and expense to the church. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: When was the last time you 

saw Mr. Hubbard in person? 

A In late 1979. 

Q Where did you see him? 

A I saw him at the property -- near Hemet, 

California. 

Q Was this a residence or apartment building or 
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some other type of a structure? 

A It was a house. 

Q Can you recall the address of that house? 

A No. I never knew the address of the house. 

Q How would you characterize Mr. Hubbard's health 

the last time you saw him at this Hemet address? 

MR. STECHEL: I object. This is completely irrelevant, 
and it is now evident, as will be shown by intrinsic 
evidence upon motion for protective order, if we get to 
that, this is now a rehash of a series of newspaper articles 
which the defendant Armstrong has given to newspapers all 
over the country, which has been done in a sensational way, 
and • is pursuing other lawsuits for sensational purposes 
to annoy this lady who has been gracious enough to come 
here. I cannot overstress the objection of the church to 
this line. I think it's improper, and you are trying 
other lawsuits, and it's annoying and it's irrelevant to 
this case. 

MR. LITT: Ms. Dragojevic, could you tell me what the 
relevance of Mr. Hubbard's health at the time that Mrs. 
Hubbard last saw him was? 

MS, DRAGOJEVIC: Well, I don't think that I need to 
explain the relevance of my questions. However, this 
lawsuit has been brought by the Church of Scientology of 
California and Mrs. Hubbard has intervened as a plaintiff 
in intervention. Apparently it has been alleged that many 
of these documents belong to Mr. Hubbard. 

MR. LITT: I thought that's what your client.has said. 
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US. DRAGOJEVIC: Yes. Well, I think that the health 
and mental condition of Mr. Hubbard is highly relevant to 
this lawsuit since he hasn't made an appearance on his own 
behalf and everybody has been making the appearances for 
him. 

MR. LITT: Mrs. Hubbard has appeared on her behalf 
as, I think, a plaintiff intervention. It's quite clear 
I will let her answer one question concerning his health, 
but his health presently or in the past has nothing to do 
with whether or not the documents are his. Your client, 
as I understand it, has admitted that the documents are 
his. In fact, from the deposition transcript that I have 
seen in this case, that has been your client's basic 
position. I don't understand whether he was in good or 
failing health -- what conceivable relevance it has to Mr. 
Armstrong's claim to the documents or anybody else's claim 
to the documents. I'll let her answer the question, but 
this is not a trial or a proceeding on the personal relations 
between Mr. and Mrs. Hubbard or on how Mr. Hubbard is doing . 
or what he is doing presently or in the past. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I think the court would be very 
interested in that particular piece of information. 

MR. STECHEL: Which court, the Riverside Court or the 
Los Angeles Court? 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: The Los Angeles Superior Court. 

MR. STECHEL: The Los Angeles Court has said all they 
want to know is who owns the documents for conversion 
purposes. That's what Judge Cole said, that's what Judge 
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Rothschild said, and you have attempted to bring in the 
whole history of the Church of Scientology into this case 
and we object to it and think the witness' attorney has 
been leaning over backwards to be gracious to you. But I 
cannot believe there’s any relevancy to that and we all 
know that this is — you are trying a different lawsuit in 
this deposition, the one in Riverside, maybe. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: If you want to instruct her on the 
questions, go ahead. I'm just trying to get through my 
questions. 

MR; LITT: I'll let her answer that question, but 

I'm telling you, if you go to far on'this, we are'going to 
stop it at a certain point. You have not asked one question 
that has to do with anything in her Complaint. 

MR. STECHEL: True. 

MR. LITT; And I do want to point that out. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I'm not bound by her Complaint. 

MR. LITT: No, you are not bound by her Complaint, 

but your representation — I've given you a lot of latitude. 
Your representation on the record of the relevance of Mr. 
Hubbard's health, given your client's position that the 
documents are Mr. Hubbard's is tenuous at best. And if you 
are going to continue on this line, at a certain point I'm 
going to stop it. 

You can answer. 

THE WITNESS: It was very good. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: How was his mental condition 


the last time you saw him? 
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MR. STECH-EL: Same objection by the church. 

MR. LITT: Same objection. You can answer. 

THE WITNESS: Excellent. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: You indicated that you last 

saw him in late 1979 at Hemet, California, what was your 
purpose in going there? 

A T-o see him. 

Q Did anyone accompany you? 

A Yes. 

Q Who? 

A I think it was either Jenny Hoff -- yes, I think 

it was Jenny Hoff. 

Q How long did you remain at the Hemet address? 

A I think I was there for a day or a day and a 

half. 

Q And I assume you spoke to Mr. Hubbard while 

you were there? 

A Yes. 

Q What were the general subjects of your conversa¬ 

tion? 

MR. STECHEL: Object. 

MR. LITT: Objection. The witness is instructed not 
to answer. Mr. and Mrs. Hubbard are married, as a well 
known fact, their private discussions are not the subject 
of this lawsuit and are not the business of anybody else 
and are protected by the marital privilege. You may not 
inquire into them. 

MR. STECHEL: Join, the church joins in the objection. 
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MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Since Mr. and Mrs. Hubbard are still 
married and she has filed a lawsuit, any recovery, judgment 
or settlement she might receive would be considered 
community property and the law recognizes that if such 
judgment, settlement, or whatever, is considered community 
property and Mr. Hubbard will receive a benefit therefrom, 
there is no basis for marital privilege. 

MR. LITT: You'll have to move to compel on that 
issue. I don't agree with you. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Did Mr. Hubbard indicate 

to you that he was leaving the Hemet address? 

MR. LITT: Same objection. 

MR. STECHEL: Church joins. 

MR. LITT: I allowed Mrs. Hubbard to make a limited 
statement so that we could try to clear this matter up 
previously on that subject. There will be no further 
inquiries concerning -- or you can make whatever inquiries 
you want, there will be no further answers concerning 
private discussions between Mr. and Mrs. Hubbard. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: After the one or one and a 

half days that you spent in Hemet, did Mr. Hubbard leave 
the Hemet address? 

A Yes. 

Q Do you know where he went? 

A No. 

Q Did anyone go with him? 

A I don't know. 

Q Did he tell you where he was going? 
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A No. 

Q Do you know two individuals by the name of 

Pat Brocker and Annie Brocker. 

A I do. 

Q Were those individuals present at the Hemet 

address in late 1979? 

A I- don't know if they were or not. I don't 

recall whether they were or not. 


Q 

Do you know where these two individuals presently 

reside? 

. 

A 

No, I don't know. 

Q 

After your contact with Mr. Hubbard in late 


1979 in Hemet, California, what was the next contact that 
you had with him? 


A 

By letter. 

Q 

Pardon? 

A 

By letters. 

Q 

And these are the letters you have already 


described for me? 


A 

Yes. 

Q 

Were Pat and Annie Brocker members of the 


Church of Scientology in late 1979? 


A 

Yes. 

Q 

Do you know what positions they held? 

A 

They were, I believe, messengers. 

Q 

Messengers to whom or for whom? 

A 

Well, for my husband. 

Q 

Do you know how long Mr. Hubbard had been at 
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the Hemet address prior to your last visit with him in 
late 1979? 

A He wasn.'t there prior to my visit. He was 

not there prior to my visit. 

Q You met him there; is that correct? 

A I arrived there and then he arrived there. 

Q Do you know where he came from? 

A No, I don't. 

Q Did you first meet Mr. Hubbard in 1952? 

A No. 

Q When did you first meet him? 

A In 1951. 

Q Prior to meeting him, did you have any interest 

of your own in Dianetics? 

A I did. 

Q When did you first become interested in 

Dianetics and Scientology? 

A Shortly after the first book was published in 

1950. 

Q Did you become a church member of the Church of 

Scientology in 1950? 

A The church did not exist at that time. 

MS, DRAGOJEVIC: Could we go off the record for a 
moment. 

(Whereupon a recess was taken.) 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: So if I understand you 

correctly, Mrs. Hubbard, your interest in Dianetics 
developed prior to your meeting Mr. Hubbard in 1959? 
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A 

Q 

A 

Q 

period of 
A 


That is correct. 

Excuse me. 1952. I'm sorry. 

That is correct. 

Did you engage in any auditing during the 
time prior to your meeting Mr. Hubbard? 

I did. 


I. don't see how this is relevant. 

MR. STECHEL: I agree. 

MR. LITT: Can you tell me how whether Mrs. Hubbard 

was auditing in 1951 has anything to do with this suit? 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I'm entitled to background informationj 

MR. LITT: You are not entitled to Mrs. Hubbard's 

religious activities and you are not entitled to a history 

of her and her husband's personal relationships. Now, you 
keep pushing and we are going to call it off at a certain 
point. I'm telling you you are pushing. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I'm not inquiring into the truth 
or falsity of religious beliefs. 

MR. LITT: You are not entitled to anything about 
religious activities in 1951, you are not entitled to one 
iota. What does it have to do with this suit? 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Background information. 

MR. LITT: Background? 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: You don't want me to ask her 


background information? 

MR. LITT: Background information is one thing, 
background information that pertains to this suit. How 
does her religious activities in the early '50s have anything 
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to do with this suit? 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Simply inquiring into her background, 
when she first became aware of Dianetics, when she first 
met Mr. Hubbard. That's all relevant. 

MR. STECHEL: It would be relevant to ask her if 
she attended a Scientology conference in 1940? I don't 
think so. I think it is invading the First Amendment 
rights of the witness. 

Now, those are not personally the rights of 
my client, so I have to leave it to her counsel, but I 
think that I'll object for the church on the grounds of 
relevancy. 

MR. LITT: She's answered the question, but I'm 
telling you right now, this line of questioning is not 
going to continue. Ask questions that have to do with the 
suit. We have given you a great degree of latitude. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I know you have indicated 

to me that you were married to Mr. Hubbard in 1952, do you 
recall the date of your marriage? 

A I do. 

Q What is that? 

A Around sometime in March, I think it was March 6, 

1952. 

O After your marriage to Mr. Hubbard, did you 

assume any managerial responsibilities with respect to his 
work? 

A As to when are you talking about? Because 

obviously I've been married to him for a long time. 
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Q Yes. 

I indicated after your marriage in 1952. 

A You mean shortly after? 

Q Yes. 

A I did not. 

Q Did you at some point in time assume a managerial 

position or some"position with respect to Mr. Hubbard's 
business? 


A Did I obtain some position? Yes. 

Q When? 

A That would have been in late 1952, in England. 

Q Late 1952, I'm sorry? 

A Late 1952, in England. 

Q The traffic noise is making it difficult for 

me to hear you. 

A Okay. 

Q What position did you assume in late 1952 in 

England? 


A I was running the mimeograph machine and ran 

off a book called "Scientology 8, 8,008." 

0 And how long did you work at that particular 

position? 


A Until I finished the book, mimeographing it. 

Q Can you give me a date? 

A Well, probably sometime at the end of December, 


1952. 


Q Did you assume any other position after December 

of 1952? 
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A Oh, really, I can't go into all this ad nauseum. 

I'm getting — we'll have to take a break. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: • That's fine. 

MR. STECHEL: I think the witness is being harassed. 

THE WITNESS: I can't see what my employment history 
over the past 30 years has got anything to do with your 
client, Mr. Armstrong, having stolen my personal documents 
and my husband's. 

MR. LITT: It doesn't have anything to do with it. 

If Ms. Dragojevic wants to spend the time, she has today. 

THE WITNESS: But I only have today. 

MR. LITT: That's right. And, Ms-. Dragojevic, with 
your inquiries you are going to have a fight on your hands 
to get a second day of deposition. 

MR. STECHEL: Absolutely. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: That's fine. I think I'm entitled 

to — 

MR. LITT: That's fine. Perhaps the court will rule 
that way and perhaps it won't. 

MR. STECHEL: We now have to take a break because the 
witness has been annoyed and harassed with this line of 
questioning that she's upset, and I think we'11 have to take 
a break. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: That's fine with me. 

MR. LITT: Do you want to take the lunch break now? 

THE WITNESS: It all depends. I can — 

MR. LITT: Let's go off the record. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Okay. 
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(Whereupon an off the record 
discussion was held.) 

(Whereupon a recess was taken.) 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Back on the record. 

Q One of your attorneys, Michael Magnuson, has 

filed a declaration in this case in which he states, under 
oath, that you advised him that it has been the arrangement 
in your marriage to Mr. Hubbard that you will exercise 
control over both yours and Mr. Hubbard's personal property. 
Is that accurate? 

A That's correct. 

Q When was this arrangement first made? 

A That arrangement has been made throughout our — 

our marriage. 

Q My question was: When was this arrangement 

first made? 

A Maybe you should give me your question again. 

Are you talking about — 

Q All right. There's an indication in Magnuson's 

declaration that you advised him that you have an arrangement 
with your husband that you would have control over yours 
and your husband's personal property. I would like to 
know when you first entered into that arrangement with your 
husband, when you first discussed it, whatever you did? 

A That would have been in 1959. 

Q Was the arrangement between you and your husband 

made in 1959 done with a specific purpose in mind? 

A Yes. I had -- yes. 
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Q What was that purpose? 

A The handling of our personal storage and our 

belongings and our home at that time in Washington, D.C. 

Q Where were you residing in Washington, D.C. 

at that time? 

A On 18th Street or R Street. I'm not sure which 

one. 

Q Was there anything specific that prompted this 

arrangement that you would take over the personal property? 
A Yes. We were leaving for England. 

Q Anything else? 

A No.- 

Q Why would your leaving for England prompt that 

arrangement? 

A He had left first and I was left behind to pack 

up and to store our personal belongings. 

Q Was this arrangement that you made with Mr. 

Hubbard in 1959 ever memorialized in any writing? 

A No. 

Q It was simply an oral agreement that you had 

with him? 


A Yes. 

Q Are any of the personal belongings that you 

have referred to part of the documentation and materials 
that are presently under seal in the Los Angeles Superior 
Court? 

A Yes, they are. 

Q Could you tell me what, if anything, that you 
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had back in 1959 is part of the documentation presently 
under seal? 

A Yes. There are copies of personal letters to 

and from my husband to his former wives. There are certain 
manuscripts or copies of manuscripts written by my husband. 
There are letters to and from myself, part of that. 

Q To Mr. Hubbard? 

A Yes.. There are agreements made by and between 

myself and my husband prior to our marriage that are part 
of that. And that's just generally -- I can't give you a 
full inventory, 

Q In 1959 did you in fact pack these personal 

belongings after Mr. Hubbard left for England? 

A I did. 

Q Did you make a catalog or list of the items 

that you packed? 

A I generally made one, yes. 

0 Can you recall whether you made one at the time? 

A Yes, I did. 

O What did you do with that list or catalog? 

A I don't know where that list or catalog is at 

the moment. 


Q When was the last time you saw it? 

A When I was informed that I -- I got — we got 

our storage back from Washington, D.C., I then lost track 
of where — it was not longer necessary for me to keep the — 
the inventory. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Could I have that answer read back. 
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please. 

(Whereupon the record was read.) 

Q EY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: When you say you got your 

storage back from Washington, D.C., what do you mean by that? 
Do you mean that it went to England or — 

A No, it -- it was sent to us and it came to us 

in LaQuinta, California. 

Q What year was that? 

A That was, sometime in 1976 or 1977. I'm not 

certain exactly when. 

Q And where was this property stored from 1959 

to 1976 or '77? 

A It was stored on the property in LaQuinta. 

Q I think I'm not understanding what you are 

saying. 

You have indicated that you got the storage 
materials back from Washington, D.C. to LaQuinta sometime 
in 1976 or '77. Okay. You just indicated that these 
particular materials were stored in the LaQuinta property 
from 19.59 to 197 6; is that correct? Is that what you said? 

A No, no. 

Q Can you clear that up for me, please? 

A The property was stored in Washington, D.C. 

at a storage company until it was gotten out of storage 
and brought to LaQuinta in 1976 or in 1977. 

Q Thank you. 

Did you yourself deliver this property into 

storage in Washington, D.C.? 
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I 

A I did not deliver it. The storage company came 

and picked it up. 

Q Did you give the storage company a list or 

catalog of the items that you were delivering to them? 

A Yes, they did have a -- boxes and list of 

furniture. 

Q What storage company was that? 

A I'm not certain of the name of it. Somehow 

or another Bekins Van and Storage seems to ring a bell. 

It may have been that one. 

Q You can't recall for certain? 

A Not specifically, no. 

Q I know it's been a long time, but would you 

have that written down anywhere? 

A I doubt it. 

Q Did the storage company also deliver the 

materials to LaQuinta? 

A No, they did not. 

Q How did they get from Washington, D.C. to 

LaQuinta, California? 

A I'm not quite certain how they did. 

Q Was there a specific person in charge of getting 

the materials from Washington, D.C. to LaQuinta? 

A I don't know. I don't know. 

Q Do you know who made the request to have these 

materials delivered to LaQuinta? 

A My husband told me that he had -- my husband 

told me that he was having our Washington, D.C, storage 
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brought to LaQuinta. 

Q You indicated that some of these personal 

belongings contained copies of personal letters to and 
from your husband to his former wives; is that correct? 

A That's correct. 

Q What period of time do these letters span,, 

if you know? 

A I didn't examine them that specifically. They 

would have covered probably sometime in the 30s and the 
40s, possibly into the 50s. 

Q You indicated earlier that you have inspected 

the materials in Los Angeles Superior Court; is that correct? 

A Yes, 

Q In your inspection, did you come across copies 

| 

of personal letters to and from L. Ron Hubbard and his 
former wives? 

A I came across letters which I did not specifically 

read or examine and they were copies of his letters. And 
I believe there were some letters from them to him, also, 
in there. 

Q Do you believe that those are the same letters 

that you had in Washington, D.C. when you placed the materials; 
in storage? 

A Most certainly some of them are. 

Q You also indicated that part of the personal 

belongings placed in storage were manuscripts written by 
your husband? 


A 


Yes. 
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Q Do you know what manuscripts those were? 

A One was' in a blue -- there were various binders 

of them. And there were some poems written by him, there 
were — mainly I remember the poems. Actually I didn't 
have a chance to examine totally and carefully every single 
document in there. I'm giving you what I can recall at 
the moment. 

Q So at this point in time you are not entirely 

certain whether the manuscripts that were part of the 
personal belongings placed in storage in Washington, D.C. 
in 1959 are located in the Los Angeles Superior Court? 

A Oh, yes, they are. 

Q They are? 

A Yes, they are. 

Q On what facts do you base your conclusion that 

they are? 

A Because they were — I had seen them -- I had 

the storage twice. I had to pack the storage once in 
Phoenix, Arizona and again in Washington, D.C. 

Q Do you have any other facts upon which you base 

your conclusion that the manuscripts which you believe are 
presently in the Los Angeles Superior Court were part of 
the personal belongings that you put in storage in 1959? 

A No, only that I put them into storage in 1959 

and I further put them into storage in Phoenix, Arizona, 
unpacked them in Phoenix, Arizona, repacked them.in Phoenix, 
Arizona and unpacked them in Washington, D.C. and repacked 
them in Washington, D.C. 
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MR. LITT: Let me make a suggestion that might help 
clear some of this up. If you were to ask Mrs. Hubbard 
the question whether or not there exists any materials at 
all that were Mr. Hubbard's or hers from the period 1959 
that were kept anyplace else other than in the Washington, 
D.C. storage, you might get further information which would 
be of use to you. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: All right. Other than the 

Washington, D.C. storage, did you have personal belongings, 
materials, documentation, stored in any other location? 

A Yes, I did. 

Q Where did you have those stored? 

A Those were stored in the archives, archive 

trunks. 

Q Archive what? 

A Trunks. 

Q What materials were stored in the archive trunks? 

A All the materials that we obtained and had in 

England with us. 

MR. LITT: Let me make another suggestion. I'm just 
trying to see if we can expedite this since I've already 
spoken on the subject with Mrs. Hubbard. 

Perhaps you can break it down and ask about 
materials from the period before 1959, all their personal 
materials, and where they were kept and if there were any 
materials from that period, the period prior to 1959, which 
were kept anyplace else. I think what you'll find is that 
all of their personal items from that period proceeding were 
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stored up to the time that they left Washington, D. C. 
and then we can sort of at least have it clear for you 
what our position is and what the basis of it is. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: So far you have indicated 

some personal belongings stored in Washington, D.C. and 
now you have indicated some personal belongings stored in 
archive trunks? 

A Right. 

Q Okay. What made up the material that was in 

the archive trunks? 

A Material which was dated after we had left the 

United States, material from approximately 1959 forward 
until sometime in 1967, and also 1967 or '68, thereabouts. 

Q Can you give me a more specific description of 

the materials? 

A Well, again you are asking for -— you know, 

what your client stole from our storage and our archive 
trunks is so voluminous. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I'm going to move to strike that 
answer. 

Q I simply asked you what specifically were the 

materials, as best as you can recall, that were stored in 
the archive trunks? 

MR. STECHEL: I object. I move to reinstate the 
answer, I think the witness should be permitted to give her 
answer. She was describing what she maintains your client 
stole from her, and I think that is in response to the 
question. 
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MS. DRAGOJEVIC: That was not the question. The 
answer is not responsive. 

MR. STECHEL: She was saying that the material you 
are questioning her about had been stolen in some way, 
and I don't think you should cut her off that way. You 
may disagree with her characterization that it was stolen, 
but nevertheless, she's giving her testimony. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: You are entitled to your opinion, 

Mr. Stechel. I move to strike the answer. 

MR. STECHEL: I move to reinstate the answer. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Fine. 

THE WITNESS: What is your question? 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: If you want to play games and laugh, 
you can stop. 

MR. STECHEL: I'm not playing games and I'm not 
laughing. 

.MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Yes, you definitely are. 

MR. STECHEL: I think you are projecting onto others 
your own, Counsellor. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: You are entirely wrong. 

THE WITNESS: What's your question? 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: My question, for the third 

time, was: As best you can recall, what types of materials 
were stored in the archive trunks? 

A Well, again there were personal letters to 

and from my husband. Again, there were various handwritten 
materials by him. There was certain financial information, 
data and reports which were made to him. There were materials 
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which he wrote and which were in that storage from Rhodesia, 
and various other materials which your client stole from 
my storage and from the archive trunks. 

MR. STECHEL: In this connection, while there's a 
break here, I want to also state on the record that the 
materials that are presently under seal with the court, 
with the court clerk, there's no -- we have no guarantee 
at all that that is, in fact, all that was taken. It's 
true that the court ordered Mr. Armstrong and his agents 
to return everything, but we have reason to believe that's 
not true and, therefore, this witness' testimony regarding 
what she's examined in the clerk's office and what may or 
may not be there is not at all probative as to what the 
total amount of documents that were taken were. And the 
record should so reflect that position so this testimony 
isn't viewed in that light. 

I take it by your silence that you don't 
necessarily disagree with what I have said, Ms. Dragojevic? 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: You can characterize the testimony 
any way you like. I think the record is going to speak 
for itself. 

MR. STECHEL: No, that's my own statement regarding 
the fact that the court had ordered a return of the documents 
but that's all that the evidence shows, that the court has 
ordered it. There's no showing here at all to this point 
that, in fact, your client has returned all that he was 
ordered to return or that he even did that. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Well, that's your unfounded position. 
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You haven't indicated anything to me that serves as a basis 
for that statement and I totally disagree with you. 

MR. STECHEL: You may hear more,- Ms. Dragojevic. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: That's fine. I'm sure I will. 

MR. STECHEL: Yes. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: The material that was kept 

in the archiv.e trunks, was that also put in storage in 
1959? 

A That was put in storage — no, that was not 

put in storage in 1959. 

Q When was that put into storage? 

A Do you mean when was it put into the archive 

trunks or -- 

Q Yes. 

A It was put in the archive trunks in 1967, and 

. 

possibly also in 1968. 

Q You stated that the archive trunks were in 

England at that time? 

A Let me say that we were on the ship at that 

time. We had a man by the name of Mr. Wally Bridges go 

over to England and pack up all of our personal corres¬ 

pondence, personal letters, personal papers, and bring them 
to the ship. Mr. Wally Bridges engaged in two trips to 
do this, and the materials were packed into trunks and 
inventoried and repacked into trunks and then those trunks 
were brought to the ship and placed under my personal and 
total control and authority. 

Q Do you still have the inventory of those 
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materials? 

A We have inventories, yes. 

Q When you say, "we," who are you referring to? 

A I'm talking to — as in relationship to the 

church and myself. - 

Q Do you know where this inventory is kept? 

A No, I don't. 

Q When was the last time you saw an inventory 

of the archive trunks material? 

A When I resigned from my -- when I resigned my 

position as controller in the church. 

Q When was that? 

A That was in May, 1981. 

Q At that time. May, 1981, at what location did 

you see this inventory for the last time? 

A In my home. 

Q Do you have any reason to believe that it's 

no longer in your home? 

A It's no longer in my home. 

Q Do you know why it's no longer in your home? 

A Yes. 

Q Why? 

A My staff packed up various and sundry things, 

and papers and records, and so on, and sent them back over 
to the church. And somehow or another some things of my 
own personal possession got packed in that also. 

Q When you say it was sent to the church, do you 


know what address? 
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A 1404 North Catalina, wherever they -- I think 

that's the address for the Cedars complex. 

Q Do you know where these materials are now 

located? 

A No, I've never been in the Cedars Church, 

Q Well, you have indicated that some of your 

personal possessions were packed up and sent over there, 
have you ever inquired as to what happened to those personal 
possessions? 

A Yes. I was told that they were presumably 

separated out and -- and are now being kept under lock and 
key by the church. 

Q Who told you that? 

A Actually I received a letter from — I wrote 

a — I wrote a letter or my attorney wrote a letter to the 
church requesting that to prevent further thefts of materials 
from my personal belongings? that no one was to have access 
to any of them and they were to put them under lock and 
key. And since then a letter has been received from the 
church saying that they have done that, 

MR. LITT: Just for the record, this communication 
occurred after Mrs. Hubbard discovered that Mr. Armstrong 
had possession of various materials which she had not given 
permission for, and at that point arrangements were made 
along the lines that she's indicated. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Do you still have a copy 

of the letter that you sent to the Church of Scientology? 

A My attorney has a copy of the letter, yes. 
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Q Can you recall when it was dated? 

A Sometime after I became aware that Gerry 

Armstrong had stolen materials from my storage and from 
the archives. 

Q Do you have a general idea as to a month? 

A I think it was in November, October or November 

of last year, ■ '82 . 

Q Can you recall what individual from the Church 

of Scientology wrote back to you regarding your letter? 

A Yes, Tom Vorm. 

Q Did he indicate in this letter where the Church 

of Scientology had actually placed the items — 

A No. 

Q — within the compound? 

A No. 

Q After the archive trunks were placed on the 

ship in 1967 or in 1968, under your total authority as 
you put it, did they remain on the ship? 

A They remained on the ship until we left the 

ship, yes. 

Q When did you leave the ship? 

A We left the ship sometime in October or 

November of 1975. 

Q Where were the archive trunks then delivered? 

A They were delivered to Dunedin, Florida. 

Q How many such trunks were there? 

A Quite a few. There were at least about 27 or 


more. 
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Q Do you know appoximately how many pages of 

materials each trunk would hold? 

A Good heavens, no. Big footlocker trunks. 

Q They were like footlockers? 

A They are footlockers. 

HR. STECHEL: The witness is indicating with her 
hands how large these trunks were. 

MR. LITT: The witness is indicating about four by 
two, I would say. 

THE WITNESS: They are footlockers. You know what 
a footlocker is? 


MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Yes. 

THE WITNESS: Footlocker, metal footlocker trunks 
witlj padlocks on them. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Did they remain in Dunedin, 

Florida? 

A No. 

Q How long did they remain in Dunedin? 

A They remained until I had all of them shipped 

out to my office or at least where I was located in LaQuinta. 

Q What date where they shipped to LaOuinta? 

A I have no idea of the precise date. They were 

shipped in 1976. 

Q Was it in early 1376, late 1976? 

A No. It was after the middle part of 1976 and 

after, of course, we 1 d gotten to LaQuinta, which would 
have been in October of 1976, so it was sometime after that. 

Q Other than the property stored in Washingon, 
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D. C. and the property stored in the archive trunks, did 
you have property stored in any other places? 

A Yes, we had — I mean, we had all of our own 

personal belongings, you know, like clothing, and all this 
sort of thing, was stored at LaQuinta. 

Q Yes. 

I.'m referring now more to written materials, 
documents, manuscripts, letters, diaries, things of that 
nature. Did you have any material of that nature sent to 
LaQuinta other than from Washington, D.C. and Dunedin, 
Florida? 

A Yes, we had all of our -- I had all of my 

personal things shipped from Dunedin from the ship days, 
also, to La Quinta and then when I left La Ouinta in late 
1978 — pardon me, late 1977 — I left behind my personal 
storage and letters and documents and papers. 

O To your best recollection, can you give me a 

general description of the personal property that you 
yourself had shipped to La Quinta and left behind in 1977? 

A You are talking about shipped from Florida? 

Q Yes, that's correct. 

A I had boxes of personal letters to and from 

my husband. I had various materials which I had collected 
over the years relating to the church. I had certain 
correspondence to and from the church which I also had. 

And then leaving aside personal items like clothing and 
household goods and that sort of thing. 

Q I am mainly interested in documentation. 
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A Yeah. 

Q You have described to me basically three 

categories: Personal letters to and from Mr. Hubbard, 

materials you collected relating to the Church of Scientology 
and correspondence with the Church of Scientology. Is there 
anything else that you can place in that category of personal 
items that you brought from Florida? 

A No, not that I can give you specifically, no. 

I have inventories of all that. 

Q You have an inventory -- 

A Yes. 

Q — presently in your possession — 

A Yes. 

Q — of these items that were brought from Florida 

which you consider your own personal items — 

MR. STECHEL: Excuse me. I object. That's not all 
she considers her own personal items. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I'm not finished with my question. 

MR. STECHEL: I object to it. Misstates the evidence, 

argumentative. 

THE WITNESS:• Yes, I have the inventories of all the 
materials of my own and my husband that were shipped from 
Dunedin to Florida — I mean, from La Quinta to Dunedin. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Where are those inventories 

located? 

A I have one of the inventories in my home. 

Q When was this inventory made, the specific 

one you have in your home? 
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A At the time.it was stored and packed. 

Q And when was that? 

A That was when we moved from Dunedin to Florida — 

I mean, to La Quinta. 

Q That was sometime in 1976? 

A Yeah. 

Q Do you keep this inventory in a special file 

in your home? 


A I don't keep it in a special file. I just 

keep it in a file. 

Q Does the file have a name? 

A No, it doesn't have a name. 

Q Do you have more than one inventory in that 

particular file? 

A I have the whole inventory of whatever I have 

in that file. 

Q Okay. You have indicated that that inventory 

or inventories pertains specifically to those items of 
personal property that were brought from Dunedin to LaQuinta. 
Is that my understanding? 

A Yes. 

Q And this inventory covers not only items which 

you consider your own personal property, but items which 
you would consider personal property of your husband? 

A That's correct. 

Q Are there any other inventories in that file 

.other than the ones we have just been talking about of 
materials packed at Dunedin? 
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A I think, also -- well, I really haven't examined 

the inventory. I can't, say. I don't know. 

Q You don't know? 

A No, I haven't looked at the inventory for years. 

Q Did you have any other items of personal 

property, other than those you had shipped from Dunedin to 
La Quinta, that you had — strike that. 

Did you have items of personal property which 
you considered to be your own shipped from any other place 
to La Ouinta other than Dunedin? 

MR. LITT: The witness has already testified that 
there were materials shipped from Washington, D.C. and 
also the archive trunks. ■ I assume you are asking in 
addition to those three things? 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Well, she had indicated earlier 
when I asked her whether she had personal property shipped 
as to whether I was specifically referring to Dunedin, so 

I thought perhaps there was some other place where you 
yourself had your own materials stored other than Dunedin, 
Washington, D.C. and the archive trunks? 

THE WITNESS: Of course, I have certain personal 
materials with me at the moment which are not in storage -- 
I have certain material with me at the present that are 
not in storage, but everything I have other than what I 
have in -- have with me is in personal storage in either 
the archives that have been secured by the church or else 
they are in storage presently on the property at Hemet, 


California. 
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MR. LITT: When you say Hemet, California, you are 
referring to Gilman Hot Springs? 

THE WITNESS: Well, they are the. same. 

MR. LITT: I don't know. I'm just -- 

THE WITNESS: I don't know.. I think. they are the 
same. I don't know. 

MR. LITT: But is that what you are referring to? 

THE WITNESS: Yeah, Gilman Hot Springs or Hemet. 

They are one and the same to me. I just know you go and 
it says Hemet. I've never seen anything that says Gilman 
Hot Springs. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: May I assume that when you 

indicated earlier that your last meeting with Mr. Hubbard 
occurred in Hemet, California, that it was a Gilman Hot 
Springs? 

A Yes. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Can we go off the record. 

(Whereupon an .off the record 
discussion was held.) 

(Whereupon the luncheon break 
was taken.) 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: In 1976 did you have any 

items of personal property — by that I mean documentation, 
letters, diaries, manuscripts, things of that nature -- 
sent to La Quinta from any places other than the ones you 
have already mentioned? 

A No, not to my -- not in my memory. 

0 Did you have such personal documentation stored 
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in any other place other than La Quinta by 1976? 

A Well, I don't recall exactly when the D.C. 

storage came in, so aside from that, no. 

I'd like to amend my last answer. I did have 
some personal belongings and things still in England at 
that time. 

Q Were these ever shipped to La Quinta after 

1976? 

A No. 

Q As far as you know, are those personal belongings 

still in England? 

A Yes. 

Q Did the location at La Quinta have an address? 

A Yes, it did have an address. I just don't know 

it. 

Q ■ Would you have that address written down some¬ 
where? 

A No, I wouldn't. 

Q How long did you reside at La Quinta? 

A I resided from the time I arrived there. 

Q October, 1976, is that when you arrived? 

A Yes, October, November, 1976. Until the latter 

-- the end of December 1977. 

0 Did Mr. Hubbard reside on the property at 

La Quinta with you during that time? 

MR. LITT: Objection. This has been asked and 
answered. The testimony is that Mr. Hubbard left La Quinta 
in July. You already asked the question. 
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Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: What type of structure was 

located on the La Quinta property? 

A There was a house and home-, there was some 

former horse stalls. 

Q Is that it? I'm sorry, I couldn't hear you. 

A Yeah. 

Q Were the personal belongings that you had 

shipped from all of these various places that you have 
outlined kept in the house? 

A No. 

Q Where were they kept? 

A They were kept in the neighboring property. 

Q By the way, who owned the property at La Quinta? 

A The Church of Scientology. 

Q When was it purchased? 

A I have no idea. Before I moved there certainly. 

Q All right. You indicated the materials were 

kept at a neighboring property. Was this property also 
owned by the Church of Scientology? 

A Yes. 

Q What was located on that property? 

A Various buildings and structures and a home. 

Q Was it your arrangement with Mr. Hubbard that 

you were still in control of these personal belongings? 

A Yes. We were jointly in control of them when 

he and I were together. When he was not with me, I was in 
control of them, yes. 

Q From October of 1976 to December of 1977, did 
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anyone else live on the property at La Quinta? 

MR..LITT: Which property? 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: The first property that 

you described with the house and horse stalls. 

MR. STECHEL: I'll object. 

THE WITNESS: I answered that question before, 

MR. STECHEL: Ground of relevance. 

THE WITNESS: I already answered the question. 

MR. STECHEL: I object on the grounds that it's 
irrelevant. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Excuse me if I did ask it 

before, but I simply can't recall what your -- I'm sorry, 
you have answered the question. 

I think you indicated that your secretary and 
later your husband resided with you at that property? 

A That was my answer, yes. 

Q Did anyone live on the neighboring property 

that you described? 

A Yes. 

MR. STECHEL: Objection. Irrelevant, immaterial, not 
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissilbe 
evidence. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: All right. 

MR. STECHEL: As to who lived on some neighboring 
property, as to whether it's horses or pigs or sheep, 
whatever nature of beast is on the property. I don't think 
there's any claim that the horses own the documents. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Can you answer my question? 
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A I cannot possibly give you all the people 

that lived on the property. 

Q Were there over 100 people on the property, 

the neighboring property? 

A I have no idea. I can't give you an estimate. 

I was not -- I was not over -- in a supervisory capacity 
over any of the people on the property, so I can't give you 
an estimate of the people. 

Q You have absolutely no estimate or idea as to -- 

A No, I wouldn't have. There were at different 

times various numbers. 

Q Okay. How long did you remain at the — I'm 

sorry. You remained at La Quinta until December of '77? 

A That's right. 

Q Did the personal property you have described 

also remain at La Quinta? 

A It did. 

Q Did it remain there after December of 1977? 

A It did. 

Q Was it ever moved from the property at La Quinta? 

A The only time — at some point the archive 

trunks were moved from La Quinta. And they were the only 

thing that was removed from La Quinta until the La Quinta 
moved to Hot Springs, Gilman Hot Springs. 

Did you say December — you said December, '77, 

did you? 

Q '77,1 said. 

A Oh, sorry. 
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Q When you say that La Quinta moved to Gilman 

Hot Springs, what do you mean by that? 

A I mean that the people who were residing on 

the properties there that belonged to the church moved from 
La Quinta to Gilman Hot Springs. 

Q Was there a reason for this move? 

MR. STECKEL: Object. Irrelevant, incompetent, 
immaterial, and again it seeks to get into the history of 
the Church of Scientology and matters that are completely 
irrelevant to the ownership of these documents, and I object 
it's irrelevant. It also calls for this witness' opinion 
about what the people did and the reasons that they had 
which she couldn't know. 

Q 

a reason 
A 
Q 
A 

space in 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 

Q 

A 

think it 
Q 

moved to 


BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Do you know if there was 
that La Quinta moved to Gilman Hot Springs? 

Yes. 

What was that reason? 

That they needed larger — they needed a larger 
which to do their mailing and recording activities. 

When did La Quinta move to Gilman Hot Springs? 

That I don't know. I was not present there. 

Did you visit the Gilman Hot Springs property? 

Yes. 

When was the first time you visited that property? 

I'm not certain whether it was '78 or '79. I 
was '79. I'm not — 

So sometime between 1977 and 1978 or '79 La Quinta 
Gilman Hot Springs --- 
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A Yes. 

Q -- would that be accurate? 

A Yes. 

Q Was the property at La Quinta sold? 

A I don't know. 

Q Were all of the personal belongings that you 

have described transferred from La Quinta to Gilman Hot 
Springs? 

A Yes, they were. 

Q Going back to the declaration of one of your 

attorneys, Mr. Magnuson, which has been filed in this case, 
in his declaration he states that you advised him that as 
an additional part of the arrangement that you had with 
Mr. Hubbard regarding your control of the personal property 
in his absence that it was also agreed that the third 
parties would not have access to the property without either 
you or Mr. Hubbard's consent. Is that accurate? 

A That is absolutely accurate. 

Q Okay. Now, was this portion of the arrangement 

you had with Mr. Hubbard agreed upon at the same time that 
you originally assumed control of the personal property 
back in 1959? 

A Yes. 

Q Was this an oral agreement between you and Mr. 

Hubbard? 

A Yes. And it was also a contract on our storage. 

In other words, no one was permitted to go into storage. It 
was under his name and my name. No one could go into-it 
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unless it was written -- unless they had authorized written 
permission from either myself or my husband. And that has 
been the case with my storage or own personal belongings, 
or I should imagine anybody's personal belongings, is that 
they only have access to them and no one else does without 
their direct, written and authorized permission. 

I' don't have access to your home or possessions 
without your giving me authority, and that's the way it is. 

Q That's true. All right. 

You have indicated that you had a contract with 
storage, is that a contract which you may have had with 
Bekins or -- 

A Oh, yeah. 

Q — wherever you stored the things? 

A Standard thing with storage companies. No one 

is allowed to have access to your own storage unless under -- 
there's written authority from yourself to give a third 
party access. 

Q Is there any writing that may memorialize this 

agreement between you and Mr. Hubbard and third persons? 

A My dear girl, this is -- the whole part of the 

matter is that agreement is an agreement, and another thing 
is- that personal property is personal property. 

Q Fine. 

My question is — 

A No, there isn't. Your client, Mr. Gerry 

Armstrong, had no right to go in and steal documents and 
papers from my personal storage or from the archives 
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whatsoever. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I move to strike that last portion 
of the answer as nonresponsive. 

MR. STECHEL: I move to reinstate it. The witness 
was cut off and the witness was answering this very question 
and she stated -- what she stated will remain standing in 
the record. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I did not cut the witness off. 

MR. STECHEL: Yes, you did. Also, I would like to 
just state that I don't think we are going to have a trial 
here on what belongs to Mrs. Hubbard, which is in her 
possession, what the case is is what belongs to her which 
is now in. the possession of the clerk of the court. 

i 

THE WITNESS: Probably Mr. Armstrong, and Flynn and I 

! 

yourself and innumerable attorneys and ABC and TV and 20/20, 
and everything, wherever Mr. Gerry Armstrong has distributed 
my own personal documents, which I think was very cowardly 
and very drastically horrible of you, Gerry. How could you- 
have done that? I do not know. I always considered you 
a friend. No matter how you felt about the church, you 
didn't have to do that. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: There's no question pending, Mrs. 
Hubbard. 

MR. STECHEL: I believe the witness is entitled to 
speak, and she's answering your question. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: She's not answering any question 
that I posed. 

THE WITNESS: I don't know how you could have done 
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that. 

GERALD ARMSTRONG: If I could respond I would. 

MR. STECHEL: And I think the answer should stand, 
and it also bears upon, as I understand it, the claim of 
this witness for invasion of privacy and emotional suffering 
because of distribution of her private papers all over the 
country, apparently, or elsewhere according to what she 
says. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Are you representing this client? 

MR. STECHEL: No. I just think that your approach 
is unfair to the witness. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I haven't done anything unfair. I'm 
simply asking questions here. 

MR. STECHEL: Well, you cut her off and you moved to 
strike out her testimony. I think that it's improper. 

Are you completed with the deposition, Ms. 

Dragoj evic? 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: No, I'm not. It usually takes you 
about five days to take a deposition. 

MR. STECHEL: Now, see, that is truly irrelevant. 

Some other case with different issues and different matter 
completely. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Fine. 

MR. STECHEL: I'll say again, I'm going to object 
if you attempt to use this deposition in this matter of 
conversion to gain information for all the other suits 
that are going on regarding the Church of Scientology. 

It's improper. 
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Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Mrs. Hubbard, Mr. Magnuson's 

declaration further states that at some point you told him 
the materials which are in dispute in -this case were 
delivered to the custody and safe keeping of the Church of 
Scientology of California in 1968 or 1969; is that correct? 

MR. LITT: Just a second. Can I see the declaration? 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Yes. The declaration was filed in 
conjunction with a motion for an order granting leave to 
intervene in this case, and I am referring to paragraph 5 
of Mr. Magnuson's declaration, which I will show Mrs. 
Hubbard's attorney. 

MR. LITT: All right. Well, for the record, just to 
clarify the reason I wanted to see it was so I could be 
sure what documents we are talking about, is that Mr. 
Magnuson's declaration refers to the fact that in approxi¬ 
mately 1968 or 1969 materials were delivered to the church, 
and that was a reference to when the materials that Mrs. 
Hubbard has testified about were brought on board ship. 

In other words, it was not a reference to all the materials, 
but a portion of the materials. Some of them, as she 
testified, were brought later. So if there's any ambiguity 
in that, just let me clarify that for the record. In other 
words, some materials were first delivered to the church in 
1968 or 1969, as she's testified to, and that's what the 
reference is in the declaration. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: You testified earlier that 

certain materials in archive trunks were delivered to a 
ship sometime in 1967 or '68. Are those the materials you 
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are referring to? 

A Yes. 

Q Let me state it differently. 

Are those the materials referred to in Mr, 
Magnuson's declaration? 

A Yes. 

Q You also testified earlier that these materials 

were placed under your authority? 

A That's correct. 

Q In the declaration it states that they were 

placed in custody and safe keeping of the Church of 
Scientology of California. Can you explain to me how that 
arrangement worked? 

A I had -- in those trunks there were certain 

tape recordings and there were certain personal possessions. 
In other words, when Mr. Bridges went to England he simply 
gathered up all the materials and put them into these 
archive trunks, therefore, by virtue of my possession of 
their being owned, there being personal possessions in 
them, of course anyone saying anything out of a personal 
nature had to obtain my authority and okay to do so. 

There were also, by virtue of my possession as 
controller, the materials that belonged to the church, 
namely the tape recordings that were in the archive trunks. 
They had to also get permission from myself to get them 
out, too. 

Q So if I understand you correctly, the archive 

trunks did not only contain your personal possessions and 
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the personal possessions of Mr. Hubbard, but also items 
that belonged to the Church of Scientology of California? 

A They contained an innumerable number of tape 

recordings which were owned by the church. 

MR. LITT: Just to clarify, those were tape recordings 
of your husband? 

THE WITNESS: Those were tape recordings of my 
husband, lectures, and they were on tapes. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: With respect to the property 

located at Gilman Hot Springs, you indicated that all of 
your items of personal property were delivered there; is 
that correct? 

A Yes, other than for possessions I told you I 

had in England. 

Q Yes. 

i 

Where were those items of property kept? 

A They were kept — I don't know where they were 

kept on the property there. I never -- other than for 
visiting my husband there, I never saw where they were 
located. 

Q Did you still consider yourself in control of 

those items of personal property? 

A Yes, definitely. My last instructions on them 

were to buy storage containers, those metal storage containers, 
and have all the goods stored in them on the property. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I'm sorry. Could you read back that 
last answer. 

(Whereupon the record was read.) 
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Q 

visit the 
A 

Q 

A 

Q 

MR. 

THE 

MS. 

has one. 

THE 

Less than 
MR. 

Q 

did you ever inspect these particular items of personal 
property that were stored there? 

A I authorized some of my possessions to be 

taken from them which were some of my bookcases that I 
wanted, and some other furnishings were taken from them, 
and I authorized those to be taken. 

Q You are talking now about your furniture, 

though. I'm interested mainly in documentation, letters, 
diaries, manuscripts, things of that nature. 

MR. LITT: What is your question? 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Did you inspect those 

items of personal property during the times that you 
visited Gilman Hot Springs? 


WITNESS: And I also paid for those containers. 

BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: How many times did you 
property at Gilman Hot Springs? 

I can't give you a number. 

Was it more than ten times? 

No. 

Less than five times? 

STECHEL: She says she doesn't recall. 

WITNESS: Perhaps. I don't know. 

DRAGOJEVIC: She can give me an estimate if she 

WITNESS: It may be that I really don't know, 

ten. That's a good enough answer. 

STECHEL: Yes. 

BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: During any of those visits, 
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A No, I didn't inspect — the last time I inspected 

my storage was in -- was in La Quinta. 

Q Was there someone in charge of these items of 

personal property at the Gilman Hot Springs address? 

A There was no one in charge of them, if you 

mean by like having authority to enter them under their 
own authority. As far as there being under the care to 
see that no one entered them and to see that no one took 
anything or stole anything, yes, there were people who were 
in charge. 

Q Did you appoint those people? 

A No, they were appointed by my husband. 

Q Do you know who those individuals are? 

A I know at one time one of them was Mrs. Rossow. 

Q Rossow, did you say? 

A Yes. Mrs. Bridgett Lance and Mrs. Kima Douglas 

and then Mrs. Bill Black. 

Q ■Is that it? 

A That's all I can recall at the moment, 

Q What positions did these individuals hold? 

Again, this was Mrs. Rossow -- 

'A They were called HU, COHU, like Commanding 

Officer of a Household Unit. 

Q There were all commanding officers of the 

household unit or just Mrs. Rossow? 

A I can't tell you specifically. That's what 

you always addressed them as, knew them as, yes, COHU. 

MS. DRA.GOJEVIC: Can we go off the record for a . 




1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 


DAN ENRICO & ASSOCIATES, certified shorthand reporters 


79 

moment. 

(Whereupon a recess was taken.) 

MR. STECHEL: Let the record show we had another 
break because the counsel for the defendant Armstrong had 
to go out and make a call. We had about a ten minute 
lapse at least which is the doing of the examining party 
and no one else's. We have had a number of breaks here 
and — 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Mr. Stechel — 

MR. STECHEL: I just want to show that. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: -- this is the first break I requested 

MR. STECHEL: No, you requested another break. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Other breaks were requested by other 
counsel. 

MR. STECHEL: We just lost about ten or fifteen 
minutes. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: We waited a half an hour for you 
this morning. 

MR. STECHEL: You did not. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I certainly did. 

Q Prior to the break you gave.a list of individuals 

who took care of your personal property at the Gilman Hot 
Springs location. Did any of these individuals report to 
you, give you a status as to the personal property and what 
was being done with it or how it was being taken care of? 

A At various times, yes. 

Q Did they also give reports to Mr. Hubbard? 

A If he was there, I'm sure that he also got 
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reports on it. 

Q Do you know whether these items of personal 

property — in particular I'm interested in the documentation 
— were categorized or placed in files or in any other 
manner reordered during the time that they were at the 
Gilman Hot Springs property? 

A At one point — at the Gilman Hot Springs 

property, no. 

Q Was it done -- 

A Not to my knowledge. 

Q -- was it done at the La Quinta property? 

A Yes. 

Q Could you tell me what was done at the La Quinta 

property by way of placing these materials in files or 
categories? 

A It was not like files. The boxes were old, 

because of the storage boxes in Washington, D.C., and so 
the materials were repacked in proper boxes. And also -- 
I think that that occurred at some point, too, at Gilman 
Hot Springs. 

Q What I am mainly interested in, though, is to 

find out whether they were ever placed in categories or 
files, such as letters to and from Mr. Hubbard, to so and 
so, or manuscripts of such and such, or that type of thing? 

A Well, a lot of things like my personal letters 

to and from myself and my husband were always separated 
out from the storage. When I packed up the materials, I 
also had them separated out into — you know, like there 
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were papers and these were books and these were kitchen 
goods and these were sheets, and so on. 

Q When the property was delivered to La Quinta, 

did anyone make an inventory or catalog of the property 
delivered? 

. I 

A When it was reboxed., and so forth, it was 

inventoried at that time, also. 

Q Do you know who did the inventory? 

A I can't -- I can't say at the moment. I don't 

recall. i 

t 

Q Do you know who gave the instruction for the 

personal property to be inventoried? 

A. Both my husband and myself thought that we 

should have the goods unpacked and repacked and inventoried. 

Q Do you know what became of the inventory? 

A Well, that would be part of the inventory, 

certainly, that I have and which I think copies are kept 
also by the household unit. 

Q Was the personal property again reinventoried 

at Gilman Hot Springs? 

A I can't say.- I really don't know. 

0 You never gave any orders or requested anyone 

that it should be reinventoried? 

A No. It was simply — some of it was repacked 

and then it was moved to the containers, as I've told you. 

Q Up to 1978 or '79 when this personal property, 

was moved to Gilman Hot Springs, was any request ever made 
of yourself to use any of this personal property? 
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A You mean any request made to me? 

Q Yes. 

To use any of the personal property that 
included the letters or diaries or manuscripts? 

A At various times the request — at Gilman Hot 

Springs, are you talking about? You better define again 
what property, you are talking about. 

Q All right. The property that you have described 

that was shipped from Washington., ■ D. C. -- 

A Right. 

Q — and from Dunedin and the property that was 

located in the archive trunks. What I'm mainly interested 
in is documentation, letters, manuscripts, things of that • 
nature. 

A Right. 

Q Was there ever any request made to you for use 

of that particular type of personal property? 

MR. LITT: Is this question for the period of time 
after the property was stored at Gilman Hot Springs? 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: For the period of time that 

it was delivered to La Quinta to the time that it was 
stored at Gilman Hot Springs? 

A Yes. 

Q What requests were made? 

A I would have requests from various church 

terminals asking for a Xerox copy to be made of some HCO 

bulletin or KCOPL so that they could check the mimo against j 

. 

the original copy. 
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Q Did you receive any other such type requests 

dealing with something other than HCO bulletins? 

A Not to my recall, no, 

Q Do you know an individual by the name of 

Gerry Armstrong? 

A Yes. 

Q When was the first time you met Mr. Armstrong? 

A I don't know the first time I met Mr. Armstrong. 

It was sometime on the ship. Sometime on the ship. I do 
not recall the first time. 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

or November 

Q 

in the late 
A 

'70s. ■ 

Q 

time? 

A 

aboard the ship. 

Q During the time that he was on the ship and 

you were on the ship, did you see him on a daily basis 
or was it less frequent? 

A 


Do you recall the approximate year? 

No, I don't. 

For what period of time were you on the ship? 

I was on the ship from late '67 until October 
1975. 

Can you recall whether you met Mr. Armstrong 
'60s or in the '70s? 

It was certainly — certainly, I think in the 

In what context did you meet him for the first 

I think that he was on the communication lines 


Q 


Less frequent. 

Do you know the number of times you saw Mr. 















1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 


DAN ENRICO & ASSOCIATES, certified shorthand reporters 


84 

Armstrong on the ship? 

A Oh, good heavens, no. I mean, different times 

on the ship. There were about 550 people. 

Q During the time that you were on the ship 

with Mr, Armstrong, did he hold the position — strike that. 

During the time that you were on the ship, 
was Mr. Armstrong on communication lines the entire time — 

A No. 

Q — or did he assume another position? 

A He assumed another position. 

Q What other positions? 

A You can find out from your client better than 

from myself, but he was working in the port captain 
offices. 

Q Any other positions that you know of? 

A Not that I know of. 

Q Did you ever have any conversations with Mr. 

Armstrong while you were on the ship? 

A I'm sure I did, yes. 

Q Did any of* those conversations in any way 

relate to materials contained in the archive trunks? 

A No. 

Q What was your position during the time that 

you were on ship? 

A My position was as the controller. 

Q What were your duties as controller? 

A I was over — general overall supervision of 

the guardian office. I was in — 
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Q When did you first assume the position of 

controller? 

MR. STECHEL: I object to this line of questioning. 

It sounds very much like what we have heard again and again 
by way of attempt to turn this case into some kind of a 
tri al of the the Scientology religion, which it is not, 
which the court has repeatedly said it isn't, and I object 
to the line of questioning as irrelevant, immaterial, 
incompetent, and not reasonably calculated to lead to the 
discovery of admissible evidence as to when this witness 
assumes a particular title within the church and it's very 
obvious what you are attempting to do. And you are trying 
to dredge up the entire history of — the recent history 
of the church in the last seven, eight years, regarding 
this witness' positions. It's irrelevant. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: When did; you first assume 

the position of controller? 

MR. STECHEL: That's my objection. 

THE WITNESS: In 1969. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: How long did you hold that 

position? 

A Until I resigned. 

MR. STECHEL: Same objection. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: When did you resign? 

A I've already answered that question. 

MR. STECHEL: Same objection. 

MR. LITT: She already testified she resigned her 

position in May, 1881. 
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MR. STECHEL: Same objection to the whole line. 

I again repeat that Mrs. Hubbard is not on trial in this 
case. The defendant in this case is Gerald Armstrong 
who is accused of converting property not belonging to him. 
That's what this case is about. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: After the time that you 

saw Mr. Armstrong on the ship, when was the next time that 
you saw him? 

MR. STECHEL: She said she saw him on the ship some 
number of times. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: You have indicated that 

you were on the ship from late '67 to October of 1975; is 
that correct? 

A That's correct. 

Q After October of 1975, what was the next time 

that you saw Gerry Armstrong? 

A I'm not certain when was the next time I saw 

Gerry Armstrong. 


Did you ever see Mr. Armstrong at the La Quinta 


property? 

A 

Q 

A 


Yes, I did. No. 

You did not see Mr, Armstrong — 

I thought you meant Dunedin. I saw him in 
Dunedin, Florida. 

MR. STECHEL: Ms. Dragojevic, I would really suggest 


you try to expedite this. You know, you are just wasting 
a lot of time, then you'll complain you haven't finished. 
Why don't you ask the basic facts, why don't you get to 
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the point. If you are trying to prove this witness gave 
your client some authority to take away the documents, why 
don't you ask her and she'll tell you. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Mr. Stechel, I'm tired of your 
comments. If you want to sit in this deposition and listen 
to the questions — 

MR. STECHEL: I think it's terrible. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC.: You can think what you like. I'm 
going at the pace I want. I'm going to ask the questions 
I want. If I need more than one day, then at some point 
in time we'll continue the deposition and -- 

MR. STECHEL: I'll move for a protective order. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I've seen you take depositions for 
five days in a row and on a witness' birthday and — 

MR. STECHEL: That was a different matter, I'm not 
going to go into what that other case was about. It was a 
completely different matter. Here is a witness who comes 
here under great strain in her life. She's been — 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I can't help that. 

MR. STECHEL: You have asked her all kinds of 
questions. She is distraught, we had to break because of 
it. Her property is all over the United States, apparently 
due to the conversion. She's very upset about it. She's 
at a very stressful time in her life. Again, she's been 
very gracious and courteous to you and you have gone into 
all kinds of irrelevancy and you say you are going to try 


and have her back here again at this point in her life. 
MS. DRAGOJEVIC: If necessary. 
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MR. STECHEL: I think it's terrible. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: You can think whatever you like. 

MR. STECHEL: And I object. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I can't help how she's feeling at 
this point in her life. She has filed a Complaint in 
intervention in this case and I have a right to take her 
deposition. 

MR. STECHEL: I wish you would get to the point. I 
can't understand your client's allegations that the property 
belongs to her husband. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Are you finished? 

MR. STECHEL: I would hope that you would conclude 
shortly. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Well, I don't intend to, so you 

better sit tight. i 

Q When was the next time you saw Mr. Armstrong 

after you saw him in Dunedin? 

A I saw him in California at the Overland 

apartments. 

0 After the Overland apartments when was the next 

time you saw Mr. Armstrong? 

A It must have been sometime in 1979. 

Q Was this at Gilman Rot Springs? 

A I'm not certain whether it was Gilman Hot Springs: 

I saw him one time, that I recall, at Gilman Hot Springs 

and I saw him, I also believe, at sometime when I visited 

* 

La Quinta. 

Q Did you ever speak to Mr. Armstrong when you saw 
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him at La Quinta? 

A I don't recall if I — I don't remember. 

Q Did you ever speak to Mr. Armstrong when you 

saw him at Gilman Hot Springs? 

A Yes, I think I said hello. 

Q Was that the extent of the conversation with 

him? 

A As far as I can recall. 

Q Do you know what position Mr. Armstrong held 

at Gilman Hot Springs? 

A At the time I saw him he was on the gate and 

opened the gate. 

Q Was that a position that one could hold, to 

open the gate? 

A Could have been. I don't know. Could have been 

a guard. 

Q Do you know of any other positions he may have 

had there? 

A I heard only -- I heard that he was doing 

renovations. 

Q What type of renovations was he doing? 

A I don't know. I was not informed, 

Q Do you know whether he was doing any renovations 

to property at Gilman Hot Springs? 

A Well, I presume it must have been because that's 

where he was, and if you do renovations you must be doing 
it to something. 

Q I don't want you to assume anything. 
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MR. STECHEL: She just said she assumed and you 
persist when she already told you she doesn't really know. 

THE WITNESS: I really don't know. I just assume. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: You have testified that 

you visited Gilman Hot Springs less than approximately ten 
times. During those times was Mr. Hubbard residing on the 
property? 

MR. STECHEL: I object. We have been through this 
before. It's irrelevant, it's immaterial, it's an attempt 
to use this deposition of this lady who has graciously come 
here, under great stress, to use this in a different case. 
Riverside or Florida or Boston, or somewhere else. This 
is the case about the ownership of property, and I object 
that it's irrelevant, immaterial, incompetent, and harass¬ 
ment, and a misuse of the deposition and discovery act in 
this case. 

THE WITNESS: No, he was not residing in Gilman Hot 
Springs. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Would he come to that 

property on occasion? 

A Yes. 

MR. STECHEL: Same objection. 

0 BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Was he there when you 

visited the property? 

A I've testified that I went there and met him. 

Q Do you know where he was coming from when he 

met you on the property at Gilman Hot Springs? 


A 


No, I do not. 
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MR. STECIIEL: Same objection on the whole line, and 
asked and answered. And let the record further show that 
we have delays of over a minute or more between questions 
here apparently because the attorney doesn't know what to 
ask and has nothing more to ask. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I object to that. That's totally 
improper. 

MR. STECHEL: That is proper and correct that we 
have long delays between questions. And we come to the 
end of the day, I just want it to be clear that you have 
delayed this a lot due to your inability to ask the question 
after the preceding question. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I can take as long as I want, Mr. 
Stechel, to ask my questions. 

MR. STECHEL: You may think you can take as long as 
you want, but that doesn't mean the attorneys and witness 
have to wait because you are not prepared to ask questions 
at a reasonable state. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I'm prepared to ask questions. I'm 
here to ask questions and I can take as long as I want. 

MR. STECHEL: The lav/ is not that you can take as 
long as you want. On that theory you could tie a witness 
up day after day, hour after hour and ruin their whole 
business. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: That's not my intention. 

MR. STECHEL: Let's proceed, please, because. I think 
this deposition should be over already if you had asked 
the pertinent questions. 
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MS. DRAGOJEVIC: What's taking the most time is 
colloquies and speeches that you have gone on'for several 
minutes at a time on the record with. 

MR. STECHEL: Wrong. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: What is a household unit? 

A What it says. 

0 Can you be a little more descriptive? It 

perhaps has a different meaning in Scientology that I'm 
not aware of. 

A It's people that take care of a house and do 

functions or duties within a house or home.. 

0 Was the household unit ever located at Gilman 

Hot Springs in 1979? 

A Yes. 

Q Do you know how many people were in the 

household unit? 

A I'm not certain. .1 can't give you a number on 

that, but at least -- when I was there, I would notice 
about three or four people. 

Q Was the household unit essentially the personal 

staff of Mr. Hubbard or yourself? 

A They were personal staff, yes, 

Q In 1979, do you know who the commanding officer 

of the household unit was? 

A I believe it was Kima Douglas. 

Q Do you know whether Kima Douglas resided there 

with Mr. Hubbard at any time in 1979? 

MR. STECHEL: Objection. Irrelevant, immaterial, 
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incompetent, harassment, invasion of privacy, and an attempt 
to use this deposition in a case pending in Riverside County. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Mr. Hubbard, I have nothing to do 
with that case. 

MR. STECHEL: Excuse me? 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I haven't even read the petition. 

MR. LITT: Mr. Stechel. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I'm sorry, Mr. Stechel. I don't 
know anything about that case. I haven't read the petition 
in that case. I certainly can't do discovery in a case 
that I — 

MR. STECHEL: I won't go over your relationships 
with attorneys nationwide suing the church. What I'm 
saying is you can't use this for other purposes or attempting 
to put guilt on others. Are you claiming that Kima Douglas 
stole the documents while at La Quinta — I don't think it's 
relevant -- or Kima Douglas or a particular person that 
helped Mrs. Hubbard with household work? What relevance 
does that have to do with any of the documents? It's only 

to invade privacies and try to get that person to make 
statements about Mr. Hubbard and accusations in the press 
about Mr. Hubbard. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: It's discovery. 

MR. STECHEL: I'm trying to keep you on track so 
maybe you would address the case. Apparently you don't 
want to address this case because it's very obvious what 
the tactics are — 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: That's completely inaccurate. 
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MR. STECHEL: — which equal one word, conversion, 
as this witness has told you. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Have you instructed the witness 
not to answer the question, Mr. Litt? 

MR. LITT: No. j 

THE WITNESS: I don't know. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Other than at the Gilman 

Hot Springs location, did you ever visit with Mr. Hubbard 
at any other location -- 

MR. STECHEL: I object. 

I 

l 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: — in 1979? 

MR. STECHEL: Same objection. This is clearly 
invasion of the marital relationship and — 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I haven't asked about any conversation^. 

I 

MR. STECHEL: It has nothing to do with how many times -- 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Believe, me, there's no marital 
privilege here because of the reasons that you have stated. 

MR. STECHEL: How many times a woman will meet with 
her husband at some location, romantically or otherwise, is 
irrelevant. What does a romance between this witness and 
her husband have to do with who owns these properties? It's 
very clear who owns them. I think it is a terrible invasion 
of privacies and diversion and harassment of this lady and 
I object on that grounds. 

THE WITNESS: No. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Until what time did you 

continue your visits to the Gilman Hot Springs property? 

A Until late 1979. 
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Q In January of 1980 were you aware of any fear 

that some law enforcement agency might raid the property 
at Gilman Hot Springs? 

A No, I was not. I later heard that there was 

some concern about that. 

Q From whom did you hear this? 

A I. heard this from my assistant controller, 

Jimmy Mulligan. 

Q When did you hear this information? 

A It was certainly within the first two or three 


months of 1980. 


Q Can you tell me what — 

Mr. Mulligan, was it? 

A Yes. 

Q — what Mr. Mulligan told you with respect to 

this — 


i 

i 


MR. STECHEL: I object. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: — fear of a raid in January 

of 1980? 


MR. STECHEL: I object to this line of questioning, 
too, as being irrelevant to the question of right, title 
and interest of the personal belongings of the witness and 
her husband in this case. How does this have any relevancy 
to that? I'll object on that ground. And it is hearsay 
and irrelevant, incompetent and immaterial. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Do you remember the question? 

A Yes, 

Merely that there had been it had been 
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reported by the USGO that there was some concern about the 
possibility of a raid. My answer to that was, "Nonsense. 
Review the law on search and seizures and there's no -- 
absolutely no possibility of any sort of raid." 

Q Do you know whether anything was done at the 

Gilman Hot Springs property in anticipation of this so-called 
raid of the property? 

A I merely heard that people were very concerned 

that there might be a raid and that has occurred in the — 
in the earlier search and seizure of a church in '77 that 
it might be used as an excuse to simply take from the church 
more and more documents which shouldn't have been taken in 
the first place. 

Q My question was not exactly what you answered. 

My questions is: Do you know of any steps that 
were taken at the Gilman Hot Springs property in January of 
1980 based upon this fear that there might be some raid of 
the property? 

MR. STECHEL: I object on the same grounds. It is 
irrelevant, immaterial,, incompetent, and an attempt to use 
this deposition for purposes other than what this case is 
about. And I want to specifically add that the alleged 
defense of unclean hands has been stricken out of this 
Complaint and a recent attempt by counsel for Mr. Armstrong 
to amend the Complaint — amend the answer to insert that 
defense again has been denied. All we have before us are 
the pleadings in this case which are right, title and 
interest to the personal belongings of the witness and Mr. 
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Hubbard, and so.these questions have nothing to do with 
that and is an attempt now to go into some relationship 
between the — between the government of the United States 
and the Church of Scientology. It has nothing to do with 
this case. 

You don't claim the government owns the 
documents, we. don't claim the government owns the documents. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Just for the record, as you know 
very well, Mr. Stechel, the court has allowed us to once 
again attempt to amend our answer. 

MR. STECHEL: No, they have not. You are wrong. You 
have been denied that. That motion was heard on January 4th 
and notice has gone out that it was denied, flatly denied. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Fine. 

MR. STECHEL: I don't know how you could make such 

a statement. I was there, you weren't there. Your partner, 
Mr. Bunch, was there and attempted the very same thing and 
the court denied it flatly. If you attempt to amend again, 
you are going to have to make a motion for leave to amend. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Is there a question pending? 

THE WITNESS: Yes. 

0 BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: What steps do you know of, 

if any, that were taken? 

A I heard that they were putting guards around 

the property; that they were -- had an alert going of, like, 
watching the roadway and that they were drilling people on 
the handling of subpenas, and that sort of thing. 

Q Did you hear anything about a possible 
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destruction of documents located on the property in 
anticipation of a raid? 

MR. STECHEL: Same objection. This has nothing to 
do with this case. Any document that is in the seal of 

the court obviously has not been tampered with or destroyed. 
It's an existing document. And this line of questioning is 
completely and totally irrelevant and it is designed simply 
to throw more and more mud at the Church of Scientology 
without any basis and to divert the attention from the 
simple taurus act of this defendant in this case of 
converting property that belonged to others. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Your speeches are prolonging this 
deposition unnecessarily, Mr. Stechel. 

MR. STECHEL: This deposition, you have spent precious 
little time on the facts, such as does she claim ownership? 
Did she ever give your client authority to take her property? 
These questions you don't want to address. That's why we 
are here all day, and I will make a motion if you attempt 

to prolong this deposition very much longer. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I am taking the deposition in the 
manner I see fit. I haven't reached that area yet. I 
haven't -- 

MR. STECHEL: You are not at liberty to do what you 
see fit, you are only at liberty to act within the laws 
of the State of California. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I am acting with the laws of the 
State of California. 

MR. STECHEL: I don't believe so. I believe you are 
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harassing the witness and harassing my client and dragging 
this out endlessly. This should be about a one hour 
deposition if you asked germane, relevant questions dealing 
with these cause of actions. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I'll remind you of the same when 
you take some of these depositions. 

MR. STECHEL: I think you'll find my depositions 
go to the point. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Oh, yes, for five days in a row, 
to the point. 

MR. STECHEL: Nothing to do with this case, completely 
different action. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Okay. 

MR. STECHEL: In that case your client put her whole 
life history in issue. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I have a pending question. Could 
you please reread the question. 

(Whereupon the pending question 
was read.) 

THE WITNESS: No, I didn't hear about destruction of• 
documents. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Do you have any knowledge 

as to whether Mr, /irmstrong segregated certain documents -- 

MR. LITT: Objection. Vague. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I'm not done. 

MR. LITT: Oh. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: In January of 1980, do you 

have any knowledge as to whether Mr. Armstrong segregated 
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certain items of personal property belonging to you or 
your husband in anticipation of this possible raid? 

MR. STECHEL: Object. Compound. The question is 
compound, it assumes facts not in evidence, leading, 
contradicts the evidence, it's irrelevant, incompetent and 
immaterial, and it constitutes harassment under 2019 (b) 
of the Code of Civil Procedure. 

THE WITNESS: No. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Are you aware of a petition 

that Mr. Armstrong sent to Mr, Hubbard on January the 8th, 
1980? 

A I've heard that he —- that such a petition 

exists, yes. 

Q When did you hear that he sent this petition? 

A Huh? 

Q When did you hear of the petition? 

A I heard of the petition in preparation of this 

case. 

Q I'm not interested in eliciting any information 

from you regarding the conversations that you may have had 
with your attorney in preparation for this case, so please 
don't take any of my questions to include those type of 
conversations. 

A Okay. 

Q Now, you indicate you heard of it in preparation 

for this case, would that include conversations that you 
had with your attorneys or else I won't cover that area? 

A Yes. 
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Q Prior to that time you had never heard of the 

petition sent by Gerry to Mr. Hubbard? 

A No, I had heard of the petition. 

Q When was the first time you heard of the 

petition? 

MR. STECHEL: What are we referring to, petition of 
what? Is there some date on the petition? 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I already indicated January 8, 1980. 

MR. STECHEL: You .are referring then to a written 
instrument, I take it; is that correct? 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Yes. 

MR. STECHEL: I think, under the best evidence rule, 
we have to have that instrument here. It should be marked 
and identified because what a witness heard about some 
writing and what the contents of the writing is is completely 
improper under Evidence Code 1500, I believe, or — yes, I 
believe 1500, the best evidence rule in the State of 
California. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I totally disagree. 

MR. STECHEL: I ask you to produce it before we go 
into the contents of that writing. The only evidence that 
is proper evidence of the contents of a writing is the 
original of the writing. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I don't have to produce any writing 
here that I'm asking questions about. 

MR. STECHEL: I'm going to object to any questions 
about the contents of a writing unless that writing is 
produced. 











5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

.25 

26 

27 

28 


DAN ENRICO & ASSOCIATES. CERTIFIED SHORTHAND REPORTERS 


102 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: When was the first time you 

heard of this petition, dated January 0, 1930? 

MR. STECHEL: Objection. Assumes a fact not in 
evidence that there is such a petition of January 8, 1980. 

MR. LITT: Maybe we can, since you marked, Ms. 
Dragojevic, Exhibits A and B, there is a reference in 
Exhibit A where Mr. Armstrong states he petitioned for a 
certain post, maybe Mrs. Hubbard can look at that and it 
might refresh her recollection, if you want. If you don't 
want, it's your deposition. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Can we go off the record for a 
minute. 

(Whereupon an off the record 
discussion was held.) 

MR. . STECHEL: The witness has indicated she never 
saw this petition. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: We are off the record. 

MR. STECHEL: It's a fact. 

MR. LITT: We'll get the record. 

MR. STECHEL: I just don't see why — you don't have 
to conceal anything, Ms. Dragojevic. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I'm not concealing anything. This 
document has been filed in court, it's been made public. 

MR. STECHEL: Then I think you ought to show it to 
the witness. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I will as soon as it's copied. 

(Whereupon a recess was taken.) 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I would like to have marked as 
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Defendant's C a petition, dated January 3, 1980, 

MR. STECHEL: That's for identification only, 

MR. LITT: Yes. 

MR. STECHEL: I just want the record to be clear 
that it's for identification only. There's been a three- 
page document, a copy has been marked for identification 
only. I still will note my comment about the best evidence 
rule being applicable. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Would you like an opportunity to 
read through it? 

MR. LITT: Well, why don't you ask her a question 
first, because I'm not sure that this witness has anything 
relevant to say about the petition. She did not receive 
a copy of the petition at the time, so — 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: All right. It's my 

understanding that you have never seen this petition? 

A I didn't receive a copy of this petition at 

the time. 

Q All right. Excluding this afternoon, have you 

ever seen this particular document? 

A I think this might have been one -- something 

that was referred to and I might have seen in my preparation 
for this case. 

0 In January of 1980, were you aware that Mr. 

Armstrong had requested of Mr, Hubbard that he create a 
position called biography researcher? 

A No, I was not aware in January. 

Q All right. Did you ever become aware of that? 
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MR. STECHEL: Object. Vague and ambiguous and 
assumes a fact not in evidence. 

Are you asking her was she ever told that? 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I'm asking if you ever 

became aware? 

MR. STECHEL: Object to the form of the question. 

It assumes yo.u are going to get her to admit this was 
actually done in January, 1930, and there's no such evidence. 
She doesn't know — 

MR. LITT: I'm going to object to the question because 
it is compound. There are different elements to the 
question which should be sorted out. One has to be about 
Mrs. Hubbard's awareness of Mr, Armstrong petitioning for 
this post and the other has to do with whether or not Mrs. 
Hubbard was personally involved at all. I think really 
an answer that combines those two elements will not be 
clear, so perhaps you could separate it out. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: In January of 1980, were 

you aware that Mr. Hubbard had petitioned for the creation 
of a post entitled biography researcher? 

MR. STECHEL: I object — 

MR. LITT: I take it you meant Mr. Armstrong.. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I'm sorry, Mr. Armstrong, 

MR. STECHEL: Assumes a fact not in evidence that 
actually happened. If she answers -- if she had been told 
that at some point and the answer were yes, it would then 
appear in the record as if she were admitting that happened. 

MR. LITT: I think, Ms, Dragojevic, Mrs, Hubbard 
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already answered she wasn't aware of that fact in January, 
1980. And you are going on to ask her — I think your 
last question just asked whether she was aware of it in 
January. 

MS. D.RAGOJEVIC: Could you reread my question. 

(Whereupon the record was read.) 

MR. STE.CHEL: I object. The way it's being phrased 
it assumes that if she later was told by somebody that it's 
a fact, what she allegedly became aware of being told 
something is so, and the fact that it is so are completely 

different and the question as it stands is improper in form, j 

. 

.| 

All we have here is a document, three pages, a copy which 
is not signed by anyone which purports to have a typed 
signature, "Gerry." That's what we have here; that's all 
we have. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Did Mr. Hubbard ever create 

a post called biography researcher? 

A No, not to my knowledge. 

0 By your answer, do you mean that he did not 

create this post or you don't have any knowledge whether 
or not he created a post? 

A Both. 

Q In January of 1980, was there an ongoing 

project to obtain an author to write Mr. Hubbard's biography? 

A I'm not certain if there was an ongoing project 

to obtain an author to write the biography or whether one 
had already been found at that point. 

Q Okay. But there were some plans to write a 
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biography of Mr. Hubbard -- 


A That is correct. 

Q — in 1980; is that correct? 

A That is correct. 

Q Were you involved at all? 

A To a certain degree, yes. 

Q Can you describe for me to what degree you were 

involved in this biography project? 

A To the degree that it originated within the 

guardian office that a biography be written. 

Q I'm sorry, I didn't hear that. 

A It originated within the guardian office that 

a biography be written of L. Ron Hubbard. Various -- and 
I believe Omar Garrison was thought to be the person that 
would -- could write the biography. 

Q When was this idea originated in the guardian 

office? 

A I guess we originated this idea sometime in 


K 


1969. 

Q What work, if any, had been done from 1969 to 

January of 1980 on this biography project? 

A At one time we had someone in England who was 

going to write the autobiography or the biography — sorry — 
and then we decided against that. 7vnd then another person 
we had in mind and we decided against that. And then because 
Omar Garrison had written other books in relationship to 
the church, it was decided that perhaps he might be the 
best person to write the biography. 
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Q Who made the decision regarding Omar Garrison? 

A The decision was proposed by David Gaiman. 

Q And when was the decision proposed? 

A I don't -- I really can't recall. And I 

authorized that. 

Q Do you know when you authorized Omar Garrison? 

A No, 1 can't give you any specific date on that. 

Q Do you know whether it was in the '70s? 

A It might have been in the late '70s. I really 

can't recall without refreshing my memory on that. 

Q How could you refresh your memory on it? 

A By asking Omar, "When did we contact you to 

write that biography?" 

Q At the time that you authorized the decision 

to allow Mr. Garrison to write the biography, was there 
anyone who was placed in charge of this particular biography 
project? 

A At the time David Gaiman was in charge of the 

biography project. 

Q Did he remain in charge of that project? 

A Let us say that he was the main terminal who 

was supposed to be laise with Omar Garrison because we had 
in the guardian office known Omar Garrison for so long. 

Q In any of Mr. Gaiman's dealings with Mr. 

Garrison, would it be required that he seek your approval 
for actions that might be taken with respect to the 
biography project? 

A Yes. 
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Q Who was Laurel Sullivan? 

A She was the senior personnel, PR, in the 

church. 

Q Did Mrs. Sullivan or Miss Sullivan ever work 

with you on this biography project? 

A She contacted me about the project and more or 

less stated that she would be laise with Omar Garrison 
for any of the — any of the information which he was -- 
he needed or required in America or from myself personally 
in order to write the biography. 

Q Can you recall when Miss Sullivan contacted you 

to tell you that she would be — 

A Was sometime in 1980. 

Q Other than Mr. Gaiman and Miss Sullivan, were 

there any other individuals contacting Mr, Garrison with 
respect to the project? 

MR. LITT: What time period? 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVTC: Prior to your authorization 

to approve him as the biographer? 

A In February of 1980 I also received, what we 

have already entered in this document from Gerry Armstrong, 
that he would be asking questions of myself as .to the 
handling of the biography and information for the biography. 

Q Was this the first time you had ever received 

correspondence of such nature from Mr. Armstrong? 

A In relationship to anything of this nature, yes. 

Q Referring to paragraph 3 of Defendant's Exhibit 

A, where it states, "I petitioned R to do this post because 
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I saw the need to get it done as soon as possible and nobody 
actually doing it." What did you think of this paragraph 
when you read it? 

MR. STECHEL: I object to that. It calls for 
speculation — 

MR. LITT: Vague. 

MR. STECHEL: -- vague and ambiguous. The document 
speaks for itself. If it's an authentic document, I don’t 
even know that. It's been read and quoted, I think the 
question is highly improper and objectionable. 

THE WITNESS: Did you object to my answering? 

MR. LITT: No, you can answer. 

THE WITNESS: Well, first of all, I don't know whether 
Gerry Armstrong had actually petitioned my husband or 
whether my husband ever answered directly to his petition. 
Also, I don't know where Gerry Armstrong was getting his 
information that nobody was actually doing it because it 
was actually being done. And also from his post on 
renovations, I didn't quite understand sort of how he would 
have any knowledge of what was being done or not being done. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Did you ever ask your 

husband, Mr. Hubbard, whether Gerry actually petitioned to 
him? 

A No. But I asked on lines whether this had been 

truly authorized by my husband. 

Q When you say, "on lines,” what do you mean? 

A I mean I wrote a dispatch asking if he had -- 

if my husband had personally appointed Gerry Armstrong to 
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this. 

Q Did you receive an answer from whoever was on 

lines? 

A Yes, I did. 

Q What was the answer that you received? 

A The answer was that they — the person didn't 

know whether Eon had directly answered the petition or not. 

Q Do you know who the person was? 

t 

A Yes, Laurel Sullivan. But that it had been 

okayed. 

! 

Q That the petition had been okayed? 

j 

A Yeah. Either by the senior messenger or somebody] 

in that capacity. In other words, she didn't know who had 

I 

okayed it or not okayed-it. 

Q Did you yourself ever find out who okayed the 

petition? I 

j 

A No, I never found out. Usually my husband 

initials something, you know, and there is no — on the 
petition, which is why I inquired, there is no — 

Q Are you referring now to Exhibit C? 

A Yeah. He usually makes his RH initial and 

there's no RH initial there. 

MR. STECHEL: That is correct. The exhibit clearly 
shows the absence of any signatures at all, either by Mr. 
Armstrong, and certainly the absence of any okay by Mr. 
Hubbard. 

i 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: All right. Going back to 

Defendant's A, paragraph 5, where it states, "Right now 
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I'm assembling whatever data, docs, et cetera we already 
have at SU." 

What is SU? 

MR. STECHEL: I object. This calls for the interpre¬ 
tation of a document allegedly written by Mr. Armstrong 
and what he meant only he knows. This is a self-serving 
document that's been offered on behalf of the defendant. 

I don't think you can ask her what he meant. I object on 
that ground. It's improper, calls for the operation in 
somebody else's mind, and incompetent. 

I 

I 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC? In Scientology, is there 

an abbreviation SU? 

j 

A At one time there was, yes. 

Q And what does that abbreviation stand for? 

! 

A Summer Headquarters. 

Q SU? 

A Yes. 

Q Did it ever stand for Special Unit? 

A No. 

0 And in February of 1980, where would the 

summer headquarters have been? 

A That was at Gilman Hot Springs, If you 

addressed anyone who was residing at Gilman Hot Springs, 
you put on like Lo Rossow, SU or Bert Rossow, SU. SU was 
a designation of a place which was Gilman Hot Springs. 

Q Thank you. 

Going on in that same paragraph, it states, 

"In so doing I have made a number of finds, one of which 
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is an uninventoried, beat-up box containing R's diary from 
his Orient trip, poems, essays, etc. from his youth and 
several personal letters and other things." 

As best you can recall, v/ere any of these 

I 

I 

items located at the Gilman Hot Springs property? 

MR. STECHEL: I object. 

MR. LIT.T: I object. That's vague. Are you referring 
now to whether or not she knows whether Mr. Armstrong was 
making reference to personal property which she described 

j 

had' been stored there? 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Yes. 

MR. STECHEL: Calls for her to speculate as to what 
the alleged author, writer had in mind. We have no idea. 

I 

He's sitting here and I suppose you can question him at 
another time, or someone else will, as to what he meant if, 
indeed, he wrote this letter. But to ask her what he meant ! 
is incompetent and not a proper subject of questioning. 

MR. LITT: Well, Mrs. Hubbard, you can answer whether 
or not it was your understanding by this reference that 

I 

this meant that Gerald Armstrong had gone into your personal 
storage or whether you thought it was a reference to some 
other items that he had found, whatever. 

THE WITNESS: I thought — actually I thought he was 
referring to items which were not in the personal storage 
at the time, but had been put in the household, that were 
in the household that was in Gilman Hot Springs where I 
had upon occasion met with my husband, because I saw in 
that house the very diary to which, you know, he's referring, 
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or the Orient diary that was in — that was on a table in 
the living room of the house where I visited in Gilman Hot 
Springs. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Other than seeing his diary 

on the table of the living room, what other fact led you 
to believe that Mr. Armstrong was not referring to items 
contained in personal storage? 

A Just that. There was the diary and I actually 

saw it there at Gilman Hot Springs in the house. 

. Q Did Mr. Hubbard keep any documentation regarding 

his trips to the Orient at the Gilman Hot Springs house? 

A I don't know if he did or didn't keep it there 

in the Gilman Hot Springs house. I just know that I saw it 
there in the Hot Springs house. 

Q The diary? 

A The diary. So I assume that these were items 

that he had — he had obtained in the house. 

Q Did you ever question him after receiving this 

letter as to what items he was actually referring to? 

A I questioned Laurel Sullivan. 

Q And what did you ask Miss Sullivan? 

A I asked her where had Gerry Armstrong obtained 

these items from and what was Gerry Armstrong doing with 
these items? 

MR. LITT: Let me clarify. When you say, "these 
items," do you mean these specific items or the items he 
was gathering up in general? 

THE WITNESS: These items and items that he was 
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I 

gathering up in general. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: And what was her response 

to you? 

A Her response to me was that he had -- they were 

gathering together artifacts that they were putting into a 
museum and that he was gathering them up from various people 

| 

and that he h.ad -- was buying, also buying and going out and 
seeing people and buying old books written by my husband, 
old magazines that contained articles written by my husband 
and -- and that sort of material, type of thing, for a 
museum, which was going to be displayed under glass in a 
museum, the artifacts. 

MR. STECHEL: Mrs, Hubbard, would you add into the 
record who was paying for these purchases? 

l 

THE WITNESS: Yes. The church was paying for the 
purchases. 

! 

MR. STECHEL: Thank you. 

Ms. Dragojevic, I would hope you would move 
along to the point here. I'm sure you don't claim the 
church authorized your client to send these documents to 
Mr. Flynn in Boston, do you? 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: My deposition is not being taken here, 

Mr. Stechel. 

MR. STECHEL: Your deposition will be taken before 

long. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Believe me, it already has been 
taken in this case. 

MR. STECHEL: I think you are confusing that with 
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I 

another case. But I do hope you will -- 1 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I'm not confusing it with another 

case. 

MR. STECHEL: -- conclude shortly, 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I am not finished. i 

i 

I 

MR. LITT: Let me just clarify for myself. Has your 

t 

deposition been taken in this case? 

I 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Yes. The case of Church of Scientolog 
of California versus Gerald Armstrong. 

MR. LITT: Okay. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Mine and Mr. Bunch's. 

Q Mrs. Hubbard, you have stated that Miss Sullivan 

told you that Gerry Armstrong was gathering these materials 
up to put in a museum. Did you in February of 1980 believe 
that he may have been gathering this information for use in 
the biography project also? 

A No. 

Q In this letter of February 5, 1980, to you from 

Mr. Armstrong, he mentions Omar Garrison and the biography. 

A What paragraph are you referring to? 

Q I'm referring now to paragraphs 4 and 10. 

A 4,1 don't see any — 

MR. STECHEL: I don't either. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: At paragraph 4 — 

A Oh. 

Q — and paragraph 10, which is the third from 

the bottom. 

A Right. 
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Q Paragraph 11 and 12. 

A Okay. 

Q And there are other numerous references on | 

I 

the second page to Mr. Garrison. 

MR. STECHEL: Ms. Dragojevic, what is the point of 
going through all that? You know, whatever it says, it 
says. A person can read it. 

THE WITNESS: The whole point of that was was that 

i 

I did not consider that he was gathering this material for 

i 

the biography. My understanding when I spoke to Laurel was 

that Gerry Armstrong was going around the country buying I 

I 

artifacts, paid for with church moneys, and that he was 
also interviewing people so as to learn of their past 
associations with my husband, past events, and I was asked i 

I 

by Gerry Armstrong in this, or at some later point, would 
I answer questions or give my life history, and all this 
sort of thing. And again, this was like an interview part 
of thing. I never understood that Gerry Armstrong was 
going to be going at his own will and discretion through 
all my storage, stealing documents or papers out of my 
personal storage without my knowledge, without my authority, 
without my okay, without anyone from the household unit 
asking me, and acquiri'na my authority and okay, nor did I 
understand -- because it was always the case that neither 
did Mr. Gerry Armstrong have the right to go through the 
storage or trunks that were under my direct control and 
then rob and steal from those personal storages of my 

personal possessions, and in no way did I ever understand j 

I 
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from Laurel or from dispatch or from Gerry Armstrong that 
was to be the case. 

I always understood, if anyone wanted anything 
from me, that they would ask me directly and write me and 
ask permission and I would okay it or not okay it. And I 
heard that Gerry Armstrong at one point -- and this was 
from Omar — was trying to get into my archive trunks to 
get materials out of there. And I informed everyone at the 
time that that was always, always routine, routine that 
anyone who wanted to get any information or documents, or 
anything like that, out of the archive trunks, had to have 
my personal okay and my personal permission on written CSW 
to me. 

Gerry Armstrong at no time period ever presented 
a CSW to me while I was still on post from the time that 
he was presumably appointed by either the senior messenger 
or by Laurel, or someone down there — from 1980 until I 
resigned in May of 1981, he never presented a CSW asking 
for my okay to go into the archive trunks or to go into my 
personal storage. Never, never. And I hope that will end 
the deposition. I'm tired. Let's take a break. 

MR. STECHEL: I hope you are right. I know you are 
very upset and I don't blame you considering what was done. 

I don't think it will end, but I will call to your attention, 
Ms. Dragojevic — possibly we can speed this up — in the 
letter of February 11, 19 — 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Mr. Stechel, you are not testifying. 

MR. STECHEL: Maybe we won't have to spend all day. 
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"You will have to make your specific request 
for data as you need it and I will fit providing such into 
my schedule." 


She will decide what will be done with her 
property. She states it very plainly in writing. I don't 
know why we have to spend hour upon hour on this same point. 

I can't imagine you really claim that's authority to give 
these documents to persons such as Attorney Flynn. I want 
the record to show that. 

THE WITNESS: Never was a CSW presented to me. He 
never did. 

i 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Fine. I 

I 

MR. STECHEL: I also want the record to show the 
witness is upset by this and I can well understand it and 
this goes on and on and on and on, and I think it's a 
terrible imposition upon Mrs. Hubbard. 

i 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Do you want to take a break, j 

Mrs. Hubbard? 

A I would certainly like to take a break. 

MR. LITT: I think it's time. 

THE WITNESS: I can't say anything more, really. 

(Whereupon a recess was taken.) 

MR. LITT: Julia, before we get started, let me just 
put a statement on the record, which will be a very quick 
synopsis of our discussion so it's clear where we stand on 
the deposition. 

Ms. Dragojevic and I have had a discussion and 
I've advised Ms. Dragojevic, as I have in the past, that we 
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are going to seek a modification of the preliminary injunction 
asking the documents be returned to Mrs. Hubbard,, and advised 
her that if she feels it would be useful to her at this 
stage, we would be prepared to go as late as 5:30 today in 
order to allow time to complete whatever questions are 
needed aimed at that particular motion. I gather that we 
probably will, not go later than 5:00. 

I've also advised Ms. Dragojevic that while 
Mrs. Hubbard cannot from memory describe in detail with 
particularity all the documents that were in the personal 
storage, that she is able to and is prepared to answer 

! 

questions about specific documents and she is able to 
determine and can explain the basis on which she can 

j 

determine whether or not the documents in question, in fact, 
came from her personal storage, but she is not able to , 

describe them on the basis of a generalized question other 
than to give some general guidelines about how she can 
determine in general what documents come from where. And 
that's basically a dating question along the lines of her 
previous testimony. 

Is that an accurate summary? 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Yes. 

Q Mrs. Hubbard, going back to the documents which 

are presently under seal in the Los Angeles Superior Court, 
when you viewed those documents did you make some determina¬ 
tion as to whether those particular documents had been in 
personal storage prior to their delivery to the Los Angeles 
Superior Court? 
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I 

A Yes, I did. 

Q How did you arrive at this decision? 

A By the date of material and also by recognition 

of some of the materials which I had previously packed into 
and placed into my storage. 

Q Taking the date of the material, did you reach 

some decision, as to — strike that. 

Taking the date of the materials, can you tell 
me from your review of the documents in the Los Angeles 
Superior Court -- strike that. 

Tell me how you arrived at the decision that 

i 

the documents down in the Los Angeles Superior Court were 
part of your personal documents by using the date of the 
materials? 

A I don't quite get your question. ! 

i 

Q Okay. 

A But I determined in looking through the 

documents down at the courthouse that these were materials -- 
some of them were materials that were from my personal 
storage which were stored at Gilman Hot Springs and some 
of the materials were from the archive trunks, both by date 
and also by the fact of recognition of certain documents 
which I had seen in both my personal storage and in the 
archive trunks. 

MR. LITT: Perhaps I can — 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I think we are back at square one. 

MR. LITT: Perhaps I can assist. See if you are 

! 

willing to adopt this question. Mrs. Hubbard, with respect 
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I 

to documents from 1959 and before? | 

| 

THE WITNESS: Yes. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Were you able to make a 

determination as to documents dated for the period 1959 
and before whether or not materials that contain those 
dates were from your personal storage, and if so, on what 
basis? 

A Because everything at that particular time 

was placed in my storage in Washington, D.C., as I left 
Washington, D.C. on March the 31st, 1959, And so that 
everything that's prior to that date is -- was stored at 

! 

that particular time in my personal storage in Washington, 

D.C. and later became part of the Gilman Hot Springs storage.j 

Q And you observed those pre 1959 documents in 

the Los Angeles Superior Court? 

A Yes, I did. 

Q How about post 1959 documents that were stored 

in the archive trunks? 

A That I also was able to determine in that all 

the materials and documents that were for the period in 
which we were in the United Kingdom from 1959 until late 
1967 were also part of those documents, by date, and only 
stored in archive trunks. 

Q And you observed those particular materials in 

the Los Angeles Superior Court? 

A I did. 

0 Are there any materials post 1967? 

A There were some materials that were post — were 
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j 

after 1967. And those were taken — some of them were also 
taken from what later entered into Gilman Hot Springs 
storage after I lived there and after — and after my 
husband left La Quinta. 

Q And you observed those particular materials 

in the L. A. Superior Court? 

A Yes, I did observe them. They are not in as 

great a quantity as the other materials. 

Q Did you categorize the documents by any other 

dates other than the ones that we have just gone through? 

I 

A No. 

Q You also indicate that you recognized some of 

the materials; is that correct? { 

i 

A Yes. 

| 

Q Can you tell me what materials you recognized j 

in the Los Angeles Superior Court? 

A I think I've already answered that previously. 

Q Excuse me if you have. 

A I said personal letters to myself. I believe 

we have covered this already. 

Q I think my questions prior to these were 

regarding the specific documents that were put in storage 
in Washington, D.C. and later in the archive trunks. What 
I'm interested in now is to know what documents you actually 
recognized in the Los Angeles Superior Court? 

A All of those, that I previously answered as 

being in the storage or being in the archive trunks, I 
did also observe as being in the Superior Court records in 
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Los Angeles. 

MR. LITT: Ms. Dragojevic, as I indicated, although 
I know you may not be in a position to do it presently, 
but if you have any specific inquiries I think Mrs. Hubbard 
would be able to answer with some description, if you are 
interested in certain documents, as to whether she can tell 
if they came .from the personal storage or not by general 
description of the document and its date. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I'd like to confer with my client. 

(Whereupon a recess was taken.) 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I'm going to go back to 

i 

the line of questioning that we had prior to the break, 
the last break. 

Mrs. Hubbard, you indicated that you authorized 
Mr. Garrison's biography. Do you know whether your husband 
had any involvement in authorizing Mr. Garrison as well? 

A I simply informed my husband that we selected 

Mr. Garrison to write the biography and he agreed with my 
decision that probably Omar would do — he could do the 
j ob. 

Q Do you know what an ASHO DK Publication is? 

A That stands for the Advance Senior Organization 

located in Denmark. It stands for publications. 

Q Did ASHO DK Publications have any relation to 

the Church of Scientology? 

A No. If you are talking about the Church of 

Scientology of California, no. It's a separate corporation. 

Q What is a separate corporation? 
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A It is under a separate corporation registered 

in Denmark, ASHO DK. 

Q Although it's a separate corporation, as you 

have indicated, was it ever controlled by any other Church 
of Scientology corporation? 

A No. 

Q Do you know if Mr. Garrison has a contract with 

ASHO DK Publications to write the authorized biography? 

A He had a contract, yes. 

Q Do you have any knowledge as to how he got in 

contact with ASHO DK Publications regarding this contract? 

A No, I do not. 

Q Have you ever seen the contract that was entered 

into between Mr. Garrison and the publications corporation? 

A I'm not certain. I don't — I don't recall 

i 

seeing the final contract, but I recall the various proposals j 
as to what the contract would contain. 

Q Can I take that to mean that you participated 

somewhat in the contract negotiations? 

A Yes. 

Q And what part did you play in the contract 

negotiations? 

A Merely authorizing some of the terms in the 

contract. 

Q Which terms did you authorize? 

A If you will produce the contract, I will tell 

you what terms I authorized. 

Q You don't have a recollection just sitting here? 
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A No, no. 


Q Were you representing Mr. Hubbard's interest 

in these contract negotiations? 

A No, I was not. 

Q Whose interest were you representing? 

A The church's interest. 

Q Do you know who was representing Mr. Hubbard's 


interest? 

A I do not. 

Q Do you know an individual by the name of Alan 


Wertheimer? 


A I know -- I do not know him personally, I 

have heard of him. 

Q Do you know whether he was ever Mr. Hubbard's 


i 


attorney? 

A I think he acted in capacity of advising in 

relationship to matters which Mrs. Sullivan consulted him 
on. 

Q Was someone else working with you in representing 

the church's interests during these contract negotiations? 

A Not directly, no. 

Q Indirectly? 

A Indirectly, yes. The legal officer, the 

legal bureau of the guardian office. 

Q Was Laurel Sullivan part of the legal bureau 

of the guardian office? 

A No, she's not. 

Q Was she working with you on the contract 
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negotiations? 

A She was. 

Q Anyone else not part of the legal bureau of 

the guardian office? 

A No, at least not to my knowledge. 

Q Do you know what resources Mr. Garrison was 

going to use to write the biography? 

A Generally, yes. Mainly the resources of the 

guardian office in that we had in the past gathered a lot 
of information and materials, and particularly in relation¬ 
ship to what the history of the church and -- since its 
inception. 

Q Where was this information and materials kept 

that was gathered? 

A In the guardian office at World Wide. 

Q Did it have a specific name, like archives, 

or. some such other name? 

A I forget the name. It had a name, yes, 

Q Was Mr. Garrison to use any other resources 

other than resources of the guardian office? 

A- Yes. He was to interview -- presumably he was 
to ask me questions and I was to answer them, and also he 
was presumably to ask questions of my husband and receive 
answers from him, and presumably other people who -- 
interviews with other people who have been connected with 
the church and have known my husband over the years. 

Q Any other resources? 

MR. LITT: When you say resources, I take it you are 
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.referring to primary resources as opposed to people who 
were working on the biography, for instance — I mean, are 
you asking whether or not your client was one of the 
resources or are you asking for what kind of primary source 
materials were going to be used? 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I was going to get to that right now. 
I'm asking .for primary resources. 

MR. STECHEL: I also object on the grounds it's vague 
and ambiguous, like the questioning — the question has 
indicated that the biographer may ask her questions and she 
might provide it. It doesn't clarify the questions as to 
what — it's very vague. The whole line of questioning is 
very hard to follow and I think it should be more specific 
because the witness -- I really don't think the question is 
clear at all as to what you mean by a resource. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: She's answered several questions 
thus far. I think she understands it. 

MR. STECHEL: It's all hypothetical because she 
hasn't told you she answered any questions to Mr. Garrison 

or what questions he asked or what questions she'd be willing 
to answer. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I didn't ask her that. 

MR. STECHEL: Well, I just want the record to show 
if she answered questions for anybody, or if so, what the 
questions are, or if so, what questions she refused to 
answer. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I wasn't even getting into that. 

I asked her what resources Mr. Garrison was going to use in 
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order to write the biography. 

MR. STECHEL: She doesn't know what he would use. 

How can she say what he would use? Ask her what he did 
use, if she knows. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: She's already given me two types of -- 

MR. STECHEL: She may be giving you answers to a 

question she thinks are different than you asked. Anyway, 
on that grounds I object. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Do you understand what I'm 

getting at, Mrs. Hubbard? 

A Not really, not quite. I mean, Mr. Garrison 

is an author and writer — 

Q Yes. 

A — and what he considered his resources were 

to be and what his primary resources were and how he was 

going to have access to those, I have no idea, I only know 
and am able to answer what I considered resources that 
would be availabe to assist him with the biography. But I 
was never asked by him or contacted by him in order to 
develop any of his resources or do anything like that. 

Q Do you know whether files and records of Mr. 

Hubbard were made available to Mr. Garrison with respect 
to writing the biography? 

A No, I do not know. I only know that no one 

asked me or obtained my authority for any of the personal 
documents or materials in order to present to Mr. Garrison. 
And I specifically stated in a letter such requests would 
have to be made to myself, and I had no requests made. 
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Q What letter are y.ou referring to? 

| 

A I'm referring to the letter that I wrote which 

we have as part of Exhibit A, my letter to Mr, Gerry 
Armstrong, dated February the 11th, 1980. 

MR. LITT: For the record, that's Exhibit B. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Correct. 

Q C.an you refer me to the portion of that letter 

that you are talking about? 

A Yes, the third paragraph, in which I state, 

"I'm glad to hear that the project is getting under way. 

As regards my part in the book, you will have to maintain 

j 

a line with Nikki who is my secretary and communicator 

"— so that data may be obtained and checked by me." 

i 

0 And when you referred to the word, "data" 

1 

I 

there, what do you mean? 

A Data is information, documents, anything. Data 

is data, written or otherwise, verbal. 

Q Would you include within data the personal files 

and records of Mr. Hubbard? 

A Most certainly, because those were under my 

control. And I might add that at no time from the date that 
I wrote the letter of 11 February did I ever receive any 
requests for data, documents or materials from Gerry Armstrong 
or from Omar Garrison or from anyone else. 

Q Did you ever write to Mr. Garrison in connection 

with the biography? 

A No, I did not. 

Q Did you ever direct anyone else to write to 
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I 

Mr. Garrison? 

A Well, David Gaiman communicated with Mr. i 

Garrison. I might have at some time written Omar Garrison, 

I don't -- I don't -- it was just a nice letter, 

Q Do you know whether Mr. Hubbard ever authorized 

Mr. Garrison to use his personal letters, journals, diaries, 
photographs, .in connection with the biography? 

A I don't think that Mr, Hubbard did in any way, 

fashion, shape or form. 

Q Why don't you think he did? 

A Because he would have presented it if he had 

done it and I would have heard about it if he had done it 

and I would have been notified of it if he had done it. 

| 

Q You were never notified of anything? 

A I was never notified, no. 

Q Who was Larry Brennan? ! 

j 

A He was a person who used to work or -- yes, I 

believe he used to work in the guardian legal bureau at 

World Wide. 

Q Was he involved in any aspect of the biography 

project? 

A I do not. know. 

Q Do you know whether he ever had any correspondence, 

with any representatives of Mr. Hubbard? 

A I don't know. 

Q Did you and Mr. Hubbard ever discuss your role 

with respect to this biography project? 

A Originally, as I say, when the guardian office 
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first got the idea of writing a biography. 

Q And what did your discussion encompass? 

A It encompassed mainly who was going to write it, 

the final authorization for the publication of the biography, 
the — an idea of how a biography -- on how the writing of 
the biography would be accomplished. And that was mainly 
through request for tape information and tape data which 
would be sent to the author. 

Q Was it decided in those conversations who would 

have final authority over the biography manuscript? In 
other words, who would have final authority in approving — 

A Right. 

Q — the manuscript? 

A It was generally discussed that both myself, 

my husband and the church would have final authorization on 
the — on the biography before publication. 

Q Was that in any way memorialized in writing? 

A No. It was in a discussion on the ship in my 

husband's office. 

Q Do you know what year that was? 

A It was in the '70s. I don't know what year. 

Q Do you know whether Mr, Garrison was to be 

provided with a research assistant in his writing of the 
biography and his research? 

MR. LITT: Objection. Vague as to time and vague 
as to the category of research assistant. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: At the time the contract 

was formed between Mr. Garrison and ASHO DI< Publications, 
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do you know whether Mr. Garrison was to be provided with 
a research assistant? 

MR. STECHEL: I object on the further grounds that 
I believe it calls for the contents of the contract, which 
speaks for itself, which under the best evidence rule, only 
the original of that contract can speak on that subject. 

You are asking her, as I understand the question, as to 
what the contract, the written contract contained. If 
that's what the question is, she should be asked: Did the 
contract, the written contract address the subject? 

THE WITNESS: I would like to see the contract. 

MR. STECHEL: Well., I take it that you can't testify 
on that point without the contract? 

THE WITNESS: I can't and wouldn't want to. 

MR. STECHEL: Well, she can't testify to the content 
.of it without seeing it, and that has to be also the best 
evidence rule in the State of California, so her position 
and the law coincide identically. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Do you know whether Mr. 

Garrison had research assistant? 

A I take it that your client, Mr. Armstrong, was 

acting as assisting in some manner with — 

Q I don't want you to take it or assume. I'm 

simply asking you —- 

MR. LITT: Does your question encompass Mr. Armstrong 
or are you asking about some other person? 

MR. STECHEL: I object. What is meant by research 
assistant. An assistant in research could be someone that 
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brings cigarettes and coffee or it could be a high grade 
editor of some.kind. 

MR. LITT: I mean, the question really is vague and 
I don't think it's clear. If you want to know what Mrs. 
Hubbard's understanding was about Mr. Armstrong, why don't 
you ask that. If you are asking about some other person 
who worked for Mr. Garrison and was hired by him, or whatever 
why don't you specify that. I think it really is unclear. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Do you know whether Gerry 

Armstrong ever acted as a research assistant to Mr. Garrison 
during the writing of the biography? 

MR. STECHEL: Same objection as to what is meant by 
research assistant. The record should not have that phrase 
in there without a definition. It could mean any number 
of different functions, which are somewhat different in 
nature as to make them really not one and the same kind at 
all. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Do you know what the tern, 

"research assistant" means? 

A I only know what — what my concept of a research 

assistant is. 

Q Okay. What is your concept? 

A And that is someone who goes and looks up 

information in newspapers, in court records, in the library, 
and who then either takes notes on such material and data 
or gets -- obtains information from possibly interviews of 
other people, and so on. That's what I — my understanding 
of a research assistant is. 
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Q Having your understanding of a research assistant 

in mind, do you know whether Mr. Garrison had a research 
assistant to help him in writing the biography of Mr. Hubbard? 

MR. STECHEL: Does she know of her own knowledge, is 
that what you are asking? Does she know that? 

i 

THE WITNESS: I never saw Mr. Armstrong assisting Mr. 
Omar Garrison. I never saw Omar Garrison working with Mr. 
Armstrong. I can only-assume, as I say, that upon representa¬ 
tions made by Mr, Armstrong that that is what he was doing 
or that's what he thought he was doing. 

i 

MR. STECHEL: I will object to assumptions and 

I 

speculations other than what the witness knows. We have | 

a lot of self-serving documentation from Mr. Armstrong, 

that's to be sure, but we don't have any actual -- 

, 

THE WITNESS: Well, let me just say it this way: All 
I know — all I know for certain and sure is that I received 
this dispatch, as it's already in as an exhibit, from Gerry 
Armstrong. I only know also that I answered this dispatch 
from Gerry Armstrong, and I also only know that I never 
received any requests for data or information from Mr. 
Armstrong. I never received any requests or I never received 
any tape requests from Omar Garrison or tape requests from 
Mr. Armstrong, or from anyone else, and therefore, as far 
as my knowledge of what Mr. Armstrong was or was not doing, 
that I do not know. 

All that I have definite knowledge of what 
Mr. Armstrong was doing was Mr. Armstrong was putting 
together artifacts for a museum and that I would on many 
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I 

occasions receive requests for moneys from the church funds 
for things that Mr. Armstrong was purchasing and buying 
to put in that museum. And none of these things to me had 
anything to do or seemed to have anything to do with the 
biography. They had all to do with gathering up artifacts 
for the museum. And so that there were times when I okayed 
certain sums of money for the purchase of publications that 
were earlier written by my husband or early Scientology and 
dianetics materials written by my husband, and so on. So 
as far as I was concerned, that was the activities Mr. 
Armstrong was mainly engaged in doing. 

And also as part of these finances that were 
okayed by the church and by myself was his travel expenses 
to these -- to and from these places and his living expenses j 

I 

in order to buy these artifacts, things for the museum. 

MR. STECHEL: Yes, furthermore, I would like to just 
cite your own exhibit where the witness, Armstrong, says — 
the defendant, Armstrong, says, "I have little background 
in creative writing, however, this would not be necessary 
because the biography would be handled by a proven author 
such as Garrison" and thereafter he says, "The future of 
this plan depends on Scientology —" 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Mr. Stechel, no one has asked you 
to answer any questions in the deposition. 

MR. STECHEL: Just seems to me he was negotiating 
the role you are narrating for him. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: That is your interpretation of it 
and it's a stilted one at best. 
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j 

Q Now, you have indicated repeatedly that you 

believed Mr. Armstrong was engaged mainly in putting together I 

; 

artifacts for the museum. In your letter of February 11, 

1980, which is marked as Defendant's B, you have also 
indicated, in the third paragraph, "As regards my part in 
the book —" 

A That was because he requested data -- he requested 

me to write a biography and he requested that I be available 

i 

for interview by Omar Garrison. And I'm answering to let 
me know and he never let me know. He never answered me. 

He never requested any data or information, therefore, based 

upon that also you see is — and all the other data I had, j 

i 

i 

I figured that Mr. Armstrong was not primarily engaged in 
helping Omar Garrison with the biography, because as a 
primary party in writing of any biography or obtaining any j 
data or information for such a biography, I was never 
requested of any information or data from Mr, Armstrong and 
never -- all I received was innumerable requests for moneys 
from the church for Mr. Armstrong to go about the country 
to buy artifacts for the museum. 

Q So then in addition to the museum project, Mr. 

Armstrong was, in fact, working in some manner on the book; 
isn't that correct? 

A Well, he might have been, but I don't know. 

Q Well, you mention it in your own letter. 

A I know, but he never -- he never wrote me, he 

never asked me a single question. 

MR. LITT: Let's clarify the testimony. 

















1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 


DAN ENRICO & ASSOCIATES. CERTIFIED SHORTHAND REPORTERS 


137 | 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I think' it's clear. 

MR. LITT: The question mischaracterizes the testimony. 
Mrs. Hubbard's testimony is, in this initial correspondence 
there was discussion of the book and when you make — 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I request that you not characterize 
the testimony. 

MR. LITT: Just a moment. Let me finish my statement, 
please. 

And when you asked a question saying -- to 
somehow take the statement that Mrs. Hubbard has made 

i 

concerning the period of that by reference to the letter, 
the question is out of order because there are two parts 
to her answer. One part of her answer is that, of course, 

i 

there is reference to the book in the exchange between her 
and Mr. Armstrong. The second part to her answer is that 
subsequently she did not receive any further inquiries or j 
activities from Mr. Armstrong on the book matter, and from 
that she has testified that in her opinion he was not very 
actively, if at all, involved in the biography project. She 
has never testified that the exchange of letters indicated 
that she was not involved in the biography project. She has 
indicated to the contrary. 

MR. STECHEL: Furthermore, a letter makes it absolutely 
clear that her role is to approve specific requests. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I request that you refrain from 
that, interpreting the exhibit here. You are not testifying 
here .today in this deposition. 

i 

MR.. STECHEL: You distort these -- 
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MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I did not. 

MR, STECHEL: The specific requests were supposed to 
be addressed to the witness for data. That was her role, 
to pass upon requests for permission to get particular data 
and documents, and there never was anything along that line 
done, as she's testified. I don't know why you persist in -- 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I move to strike all of that. That's 
totally irrelevant, 

MR. STECHEL: Plain English; that she had the 
authority to grant permission for documents and none was 
ever granted by her. And furthermore there was some transfer 
of documents to Flynn & Company. I don't see how that could j 
possibly — 

THE WITNESS: Not to write any biography. 

i 

MR. STECHEL: I mean, I really just can't see how this j 

i 

could possibly be construed as authority to send documents 
to a person known to be suing the church in many different 
cases. 

. Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Mrs. Hubbard, who is Nikki? 

A She is my communicator and secretary, Nikki 


Merwin. 


writing a 

Q 

A 

MR. 

speaks of 
petition. 


Another thing that he says he was doing is 
biography. There's no biography. 

There's also no question pending. 

Well, just making comment. 

STECHEL: In fact, Mr. Armstrong in his petition 

a future museum. On page 1 of his alleged 
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MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Mr. Stechel, would you please refrain. 
You have not been asked a question. 

MR. STECHEL: lie also refers billions of scientologists 
on this planet will see. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Do you know w 7 ho Pat Brice 

is? 

MR. STECHEL: Sorry. 

THE WITNESS: It's your own words. 

Yes, I do know who Pat Brice is or was. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Who was Pat Brice? 

A She was a personal secretary to my husband. 

I 

Q Do you know whether Mr. Hubbard ever gave his 

permission for Mr. Armstrong to do any research needed to 
assist Mr. Garrison in the biography? 

MR. LITT: Just a minute. 

MR. STECHEL: I object to the question. 

MR. LITT: Ms. Dragojevic, if you are making reference 
to the letter -- you are looking at the letter — you are 
certainly free to ask Mrs. Hubbard about the letter, but 
you are not free to do it without giving her the opportunity 
to review the letter. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Well, that's not entirely true. 

But in the interest of saving time — 

MR. STECHEL: I object to the form of the question. 

It's not only the letter, which Mr. Litt properly commented 
upon, it's the form, assuming facts not in evidence. It's 
the leading nature of it. It's ambiguous and vague, the 
nature of the question. 
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MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Would you make some copies of this. 

MR. STECHEL: Yes. If there's a document to be used 

! 

I would like to have a copy of it. It's only reasonable. 

I would just like the record to show that I, 
and on behalf of my client, are bending over backwards to 

I 

stay awake. It is .now dark, at night. We started in the 
morning, it's, been a very, very long day and yet we remain' 
here to accommodate counsel for defendant Armstrong, This 
is done out of a great abundance of courtesy and professional 
accommodation on our part. And I know this is a great strainj 
on all, particularly on the witness, and I suppose even the 

court stenographer would be getting a bit tired now having > 

i 

worked all day. 

THE WITNESS: Sitting anyway, 

i 

j 

MR. STECHEL: I mean, we have been in the deposition 

' I 

now for about eight hours already, at least since by a 
little after ten this morning. It's now 5:30.. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: That's quite a bit under your record. 

MR. LITT: All right. Let's do your questions on 
this letter and then we should stop for the day. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: That's fine. 

MR. STECHEL: I don't — 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: If -you want to go off-the record -- 
I don't want long speeches on this transcript. There's 
absolutely no question pending, I don't see any reason 
for a long speech. 

MR, STECHEL: I haven't cut you off. I am just 
saying I will object if you attempt to bring this lady back 
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MS. DRAGOJEVIC: You have already indicated that 
numerous times. You can go ahead and make whatever objection 
you want, Mr. Stechel. 

MR. STECHEL: As soon as there is any attempt by way 
of Notice or otherwise, I'll make my motion for'a protective 
order. 


! 

I 


MS. DRAGOJEVIC: You are wasting, time and repeating 
things you have already indicated on the record many times 
before. 


i 


Q Mrs. Hubbard, have you had the opportunity to 


read this? 

A I just finished reading it. 

MS, DRAGOJEVIC: Okay. In the meantime, I would 
like to have it marked as Defendant's D. It is a document 
dated July 29, 1980, and entitled, "To Whom It May Concern," 
from a Ms. Pat Brice, personal secretary to L., Ron Hubbard. 

MR. STECHEL: Is there some question you have on this 
document? Is there a question? 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Was there a question pending? 

MR. LITT: No. You were asking a question and I asked 
that since the question appeared to refer to a document, 
could you refer her to it before you ask the question. The 
witness has been'given a copy. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Fine. I 'remember the question. 

Q Have you ever seen this document before, Mrs. 

Hubbard? 

A No, I've never seen it before. 


/Q- 
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Q Have you ever seen stationery of that nature, 

from the Personal Office of L. Ron Hubard? 

A No. No, I've never seen this stationery before. 

Q You have never seen this letterhead before? 

A No. 

MR. STECHEL: You can't even read the letterhead 
very well on .the copy I have here. I don't have the 
original. I object to its use under the best evidence rule 
until the original is produced. The church has been victim- | 
ized in the past — 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Mr. Hubbard, we are not in trial. 

. 

MR. STECHEL: My name is not Hubbard, My name is 

/ 

Mr. Stechel. 

I 

The church in the past has been victimized by 
false documentation about it, and I haven't seen the 
original. The witness, who might know, doesn't even 
recognize this letterhead, and I would object to its use 
until we have an original which you have authenticated. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Directing your attention 

to paragraph 4 -- 

MR. STECHEL: I object t 9 any questions of the witness 
about a document she doesn't -- she's never seen. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I have not finished my question, Mr. 

I 

Stechel. If you would be kind enough and courteous enough 

i 

to wait until I finish my question, then you can go into 
your long dissertation. 

Q I'd like to direct your attention to paragraph 4,| 

i 

i 

where it states, "Mr. Iiubbard has given his permission for 
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Gerry —" 

MR. STECHEL: I object.to quoting the document in 
the record of evidence. This is in violation of the best 
evidence rule without an original. The witness doesn't 
recognize the document, and whatever it says speaks for 
itself. You are just attempting to get in — circumvent 
the laws of evidence and get this into the record, which 
you are reading, which is not evidence, 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Mr. Stechel, I can use a copy of 
anything. I don't need the original. 

MR. STECHEL: She has never seen the document. It's 
not authenticated. There's no original here. She's not 

the author of the document, so how could she possibly comment 
about it. Ask somebody else. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Would you please not — 

MR. STECHEL: I object. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Make a legal objection, Mr. Stechel. 

MR. STECHEL: Go ahead. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Do you want to keep Mrs. Hubbard here 
for another half hour saying ridiculous things? 

MR. STECHEL: You are the one that has been harassing 
her all day, not me. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I'm sure the record will speak for 
itself, that I have not harassed Mrs. Hubbard. 

Q Directing your attention once again, for the 

third time, to paragraph 4, where it states, "Mr. Hubbard 
has given his permission for Gerry to do any research 
needed to assist the author of the biography and to carry 
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out these interviews providing that you are agreeable, 
too. " 

Did Mr, Hubbard ever advise you that he gave 

| 

his permission for Gerry to do research needed to assist 
Mr. Garrison? 

A Never. i 

I 

! 

I 

MR. STECHEL: Furthermore, you left out of that , 

question the clause, "providing that you are agreeable, too."^ 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I read that. 

MR. STECHEL: You read it, but you didn't include in 
the question, "providing that you are agreeable, too." What ! 
you eliminated is what gave a veto power to the person who 

I 

owned the property, which is Mrs. Hubbard and Mr. Hubbard , 
and the church and certainly not — i 

i 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I don't think Mrs. Hubbard would 
receive a document that said, "To Whom It May Concern." 

I believe this is a letter of introduction. 

MR. STECHEL: Excuse me. The letter, such as it is, 
that's exactly what it says, "providing that you are 
agreeable, too." 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Mr. Stechel, you are interpreting 
a document that you haven't even written. 

MR. STECHEL: That's what you are attempting to do. 
That's been my primary point. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I asked Mrs. Hubbard whether Mr. 
Hubbard ever told her that. 

MR. STECHEL: And she said no. What's the next 
question? 
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Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Do you have any reason to 

l 

believe that paragraph 4 of this letter is not accurate? 

MR. STECHEL: I object to the question -- 

MR. LITT: Object. This calls for speculation. 

MR. STECHEL: Speculation and no foundation. It's 

i 

a grossly improper question. She's never seen the document. | 
There's not even"an original here. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Are you instructing her, Mr. Litt? 

I 

I 

MR. LITT: Well, she can answer, if she can. But if j 
she can't answer, Mrs. Hubbard, don't answer. 

Mrs. Hubbard has testified she was advised by 

| 

Miss Sullivan that Gerald Armstrong had, indeed, been 
appointed to a research post. This is her testimony. But 

I 

she never received information as to whether or not her 

i 

husband had personally approved it. She's already testified j 

l 

that she doesn't know the answer to that question. 

THE WITNESS: And I'm also — 

MR. LITT: Your question really calls for speculation. 
How is she going to provide you an answer to a question that 
she's already told you she didn't know whether her husband 
personally approved it. 

MR. STECHEL: Or the nature of the post. 

MR. LITT: If you want to know whether she has any 
facts showing that her husband did not approve it, why 
don't you ask her that and she can answer it. That doesn't 
call for speculation. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Fine. She can answer that question. 

THE WITNESS: Yes. In that I don't think my husband 
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approved personally the petition written by Gerry Armstrong, 

i 

because on all CSVJs that I ever presented to my husband 
I've always received the CSW back and always received his 
initial authority on the CSW. And in this petition there 
is no initial authority by my husband authorizing this. 
However, from this -- I have seen a written, a typewritten 
thing which I. happen to know is in the format and in the — 
and in the form of and: in the way it's signed L, meaning 
Love, and R, which is the way the senior messengers who 
used to handle a lot of my husband's correspondence for him, 

I 

without his knowledge and without his data and without his 
permission wrote their dispatches. Therefore, based upon 
knowledge, I would -- I would more greatly tend to assume 
that the — some messenger on post authorized this in 
relationship to Mr. Armstrong and not my husband. I have | 
never received a CSW from my husband which did not — which 
he personally authorized which did not have his initials on 
it. 

MR. STECHEL: And even as to that, despite the gracious¬ 
ness of the witness, I respectively move to strike out what 
she is assuming even on the realm of a messenger giving any 
authority. But she's clearly made it clear as to her husband, 
there was no such authority given. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: All right. You indicated 

in your answer something that you referred to as a type¬ 
written thing. Could you please tell me what that is? 

A It's where one of the -- I don't see it here. 

It was one of the earlier documents. 
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MR. LITT: Let me have a minute to consult with my 
client because I'm not sure what she's referring to. I 
need to see her. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Let's go off the record. 

(Whereupon an off the record 
discussion was held.) 

MR. LIT.T: All right. For the record, actually I 
have refreshed Mrs. Hubbard's recollection on the document 
she's referring to, because some time ago, at the beginning 
of the case, I asked her concerning a document that had at 
the end, "LR" that related to Mr. Armstrong, which she will 
now explain. Go on. 

THE WITNESS: And at that time I informed my attorney 
that that kind of document or that kind of answer was 
usually an answer which had been typed by a messenger and 
had been sent by a messenger in their duties of answering 
and handling correspondence particularly within the church 
addressed to my husband. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Do you know of any such 

typewritten document or, as you call it, thing which 
related to the petition submitted by Mr. Armstrong? 

A Well, you see, if there is no authorization, an 

initialled authorization, then there must have been something 
that authorized it, otherwise he wouldn't be saying it was 
authorized by someone. 

Q Did Mr. Hubbard ever tape record his authoriza¬ 

tions to be given to the staff? 

A Not when it was in the CSW written form that 
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was presented to him. He usually simply initialled it. 

He would dictate memos himself, but usually when a CSW -- 
it was quite simple to initial it and that's what he always 
did and that's the way I always received my CSWs from him. 

Q - He never wavered from that? 

A Never. 

Q Do you know of any document which is in 

existence regarding the petition in which the format L or 
Love, R period is used? 

A Well, all I'm saying is that there must have 

been and Mr. Armstrong must have that, otherwise he would 
not have been saying that it was approved, because there is 
no initialled, there's nothing, no initial here by my 
husband. 

MR. LITT: Well, more specifically, I think what Mrs. 
Hubbard is saying is that there is not really a dispute 
in this case about whether or not at one time Mr. Armstrong 
was put on the post, as reflected in his letter to Mrs. 
Hubbard, which is Exhibit A, and in order for that to have 
been done there had to be some approval or he wouldn't have 
been put in that position. There is a dispute factually 
in this case whether or not he held that position at one 
point, as I understand it. 

MR. STECHEL: Well, you can only state that for your 
client. 

MR. LITT: Yes. As far as I'm concerned, there's no 
dispute on that issue. 

MR. STECHEL: We are not entering into that 
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stipulation. Because of various circumstances we don't 
believe — very questionable circumstances under which Mr. 
Armstrong got the position he did and then did what he did, 
we have our own view. 

Q BY MS. DRAGOJEVIC: How long was Miss Brice 

Mr. Hubbard.'s personal secretary? 

A I- don ' t know. 

Q Do you know where Miss Brice is today? 

A No, I don't. 

Q Would you have any way of finding out where she 

is? 

A No. 

Q There is no research you could undertake to 

discover her address? 

MR. STECHEL: I object to asking this witness to do 
research. 

MR. LITT: The witness does not have Miss Brice under 
her custody or control, nor does ’she have anything that's in 
her possession anywhere about Miss Brice. Beyond that we 
are not going to make any representations as to whether or 
not Mrs. Hubbard tried she could locate Miss Brice for you. 
That's not our responsibility, 

I 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: That's not what I was asking. I was 
asking whether she had within her possession or power the 
means to ascertain Miss Brice's present address. In other 

I 

words, does she have an address book or does she -- 
MR. STECHEL: I object to this hypothetical 
speculation as to whether she started an investigation she 
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questioning. It's been eight hours, the witness is here, 
under great emotional strain, and you have wasted a lot 
of time with irrelevancies, and our position is that this 
deposition is over. If there's any attempt to renotice it 
or prevail again upon the good graces and graciousness of 
this lady, we are going to seek a protective order of the 
court asking -the court to quash any such Notice or Subpena 
you serve upon this witness or her attorney or upon the 
church council. This deposition is, as far as we are 
concerned, over. As it is, it's been overly long and 
unnnecessarily long and we object to its continuation. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: As far as I'm concerned, obviously 
the deposition is not completed and hopefully we can agree 
upon some date for a continued deposition. If possible, 
could we agree upon that date now? 

MR. STECHEL: No, the church will not agree to any 
continuation. 

MR. LITT: I don't think it is possible to agree on 
a date now because we frankly don't know where Mrs. Hubbard 
will be or what arrangements will have to be made and it is 
impossible without making prior arrangements with people 
with whom she will be to set any date. So I think -- I 
understand your position that the deposition is to continue. 
I'm not taking any position on it, but I understand that I 
think we have agreed that we can agree that you will renotice 
it for sometime in February, and whatever legal relief 
other parties want to take can be made at that time, and 
we'll try to work out a mutual convenient date during that 
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month. And as I understand your position, you don't intend 
to have a transcript of this day's deposition prepared at 
this time, which I have no objection to, but I do want an 
understanding that whenever a transcript of the deposition 
is prepared that from the time of receipt of the original 
in my office we will have 45 days for signing and filing an 
errata sheet from that date, 

MR. STECHEL: Well — 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: You have indicated that you are going 
to be seeking a preliminary injunction. 

MR. LITT: Yes. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Are you going to use any portion of 
this testimony as an exhibit? 

MR. LITT: I'm not going to use any portion of this 

I 

testimony. I am going to use a declaration of Mrs. Hubbard | 
that will be consistent with her testimony, certainly, in 
support of that motion, obviously. 

MR. STECHEL: I think the transcript should be 
prepared, and I think this is another example of — failure 
to prepare a transcript of testimony is indicative of the 
fact that testimony is harmful to the party who is taking 
the deposition and it's rather irregular not to have it 
transcribed. I think it should be transcribed, however, I 
can't force it. I'm not going to pay for it certainly, 

but I think it should be transcribed because it's significant. 
But I would object to any new date, and I think that the 
deposition clearly should be terminated at this point. 

MS, DRAGOJEVIC: Well, that's your opinion, and I 













1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 


DAN ENRICO & ASSOCIATES. CERTIFIED SHORTHAND REPORTERS 


153 : 

i 

think we have all stated our positions. 

MR. LITT: I want an agreement as to the 45 days. Is 
that agreeable? 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: Well, my problem is, if I want to 

use any portion of the transcript upon your filing a motion, | 

• i 

I can’t wait 4 5 days for it. I'm frankly going to have to 

use it. 

MR. LITT: Frankly, from the time you get the 
transcript prepared and a 30 day return, you have the same 
problem. I think that that problem really exists irrespective 
or whether we are talking about 30 days or 45 days. So 

I really — how you want to handle that is your business, 
but I don't think the. 30 or 45 days has any real bearing on j 
it. So if we can agree on the 45 days -- 

i 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: 45 days is fine. j 

•I 

MR. LITT: Okay. 

MR. STECHEL: Is that it? 

MR. LITT: I think that's it. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: All right. I just want to add that 
I'm serving Mrs. Hubbard in the cases of Lockwood, Garrity, 
Peterson and Jefferson in the process of those cases. 

Thank you. 

MR. STECHEL: I think that's horrible to use this 
occasion to serve a witness the papers in another case. I 
think that's objectionable, improper. 

MR. LITT: Well, I'm going to — well, I'm not going 
to speak on this record on this. There will be substantial 
objections to the manner and timing of service, but I'll 
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deal with that. 

MR. STECKEL: I think it's typical of what we have 
going on in this situation, and I again close by saying 

the church's position is that this deposition is over. It's 
long overdue and it's too long and it's been harassment as 
it is, and the continuation would be a terrible imposition. 

MS. DRAGOJEVIC: I object to your characterization of 
this deposition, and this deposition is not over. 

MR. STECHEL: Yes, it is. And in the manner we 
conclude, with the surprise service, which I think is improper 
but that's not my client. 

(Whereupon the aforementioned 
documents were marked as 
Defendant's Exhibits C and D, 
respectively, for identification 
by the Notary Public, and a copy 
annexed hereto.). 


Mary Sue Hubbard 
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I , DANNY R. ENRICO, C.S.R No. 2033 _ , a 

Notary Public within and for the County of Los Angeles, State 
of California, do hereby certify: 

That prior to being examined, _ 

Mary Sue Hbbard _, the witness named in the 

foregoinc deposition, was by me duly sworn to testify the 
truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth ? 

That said deposition was taken before me 

\ 

pursuant to Notice _ at the time and place 

therein set forth, and was taken down by me in shorthand 
and thereafter transcribed into typewriting under my direc¬ 
tion and supervision? that the said deposition is a true 
record of the testimony given by the witness. 

I further certify that I am neither counsel for 

nor related to any party to said action, nor in anywise 

■ • v on : '■ • 


interested in the outcome thereof. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto subscribed 
my name and affixed my seal this _ day of _ 


I 

i 


1983. 


Notary Public in and for the County 

of Los Angeles, State of California. 
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It on D 


cc* CO HU 



DCC HU 

Gerry Armstrong 


cc* DCO CHO SU 



cc* Snr P PRO 


PETITION 

co* HAS Pera Office 


Dear Sir, 

I an petitioning you to be posted to handle research for 
your biography and related projects. 

1 feel it warrants a petition to you because it entails 
research on your personal tine track and the person doing such 
would have to have your trust. 

I wish to do this for the following reasons* 

1. The future of this planet depends on Scientology.' The 
success of Scientology at this time will depend in no small measure 
on the success of various of R's personal undertakings* the 
Purification K/D and Nobel Pries pjt, the R Biography and press/ 
legal handlings to mention the few I know about. 

These projects currently have no one researching,data 
gathering and collating for them. 

2, The finalization of any one of these projects will 
greatly alleviate current threats to R. His free movement could 
become possible and his actions, projects and ideas in other 
spheres will become more accepted. 

3* R val docs and writings will be preserved - this will be 
a great part of the post. 

Currently this is not being done adequately. Just 3 days 
ago I cane across a box of very old papers in Del Sol which were 
unknown to the PPROS and others here. These included R writings 
from the 30's and hO's, R grade school English clans essays and 
poems, an R diary from the trip to Asia and many other docs. 

These writings arc of immeasurable value to an R Biography, 
future nuseum and to the billions of Scientologists this planet 
will see.' 


Also in Dol Scl I found some docs from P.'s Navy period 
which will now be used in press legal actions. Document research 
is a must for success in this legal battle. 

I'm sure there are nany more such val docs, writings and 
data around the planet to be found, preserved and used to enhance 
R's image and viability.- 


^3r ^ c f=n?s:P 
'fa y/* 
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2 he pa pars I have just found have been copied as an insurance 
a {rainst their Iobs and the originals have been put into zip-lock 
bags and wrapped in plastic. 

A documented, published biography could become the basis 
for an K life film, (major production). This will likely be the 
ultimate step toward universal acceptance of R and his products. 

Any personnel added to handle those areas at this tine will 
greatly shorten the tine to such a production. 

5 . I believe I have the qualifications to do this job* 

I have 9 years of SO track during which I worked with R on 
the ship, at UCE and WHQ. 

I have n decent this lifetime training in RH, legal and 
Intel, areas in which I worked on the ship between 1971 and 1975. 

I would not do anything stupid on any line which would damage 
R or Scientology. 

I'm. literate. k'.y written English is grammatically adequate. 

I have little background in creative writing, however this would 
not be necessary because the biography would be handled by a proven 
author 3uch as Garrison. 

I have had fabulous personal gains and successes from LRH 

Tech. 

6 . 1 do not feel ny current post of R Renos i/C and the 
present functions I'm performing are as vital at this tine as 
those I'm requesting to do. K-y post is in a condition where it 
can easily be turned over. There are no immediate demands for 
R living or office spaces at S. 

C 

I have worked in R Renos for a year and have been the 
i/C for the last 6 months. It has been a relatively flapless 
period and there have been a number of accomplishments. 

I am considerably more trained and gifted in the area 
of research than I am in building construction. 

I know my seniors, the CC HU and D/CO HU r with whom I've 
worked very well all this time, would not object to my leaving the 
area to do this function which is so important to R's success. 

? 7 . This is something I want very much to do. (It is the 

first post in the GO I've over asked for). 

I first recognized its need back in 1973 on the ship 
v/hen I did a project for 1-ary Sue of time-tracking the Apollo's 
movements from purchase to that date. 1 had a hell of a time. 
Nobody was recording a Ship's History and the Qk. logs and Nav 
logs were lost or in terrible shape. 
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Kecant events and the discovery of the old K writings have 
made the collecting up of H'b does and writings and the Scientology 
and Sea C'rg Histories and their preservation and their use in 
the production of a biography and other projects a vital, vital task. 

This is the way 1 can best serve you, 

«»««>*«« 


I'm requesting your approval on creating this post, ! Likely 
it would be in the Pers FR'J area and be entitled something like 
"Biography Researcher". 

Duties would includei 

- collecting up all R val doc3 from around the world (except 
those actually needed in a specific location) 

- seeing to their proper preservation including vault safe 
against fire and sabotage 

- collecting up all R manuscripts and R writings of any 
kind possible 

- surveying for and gathering up personal contact accounts 
for legal, PR and biographical/anecdotal use 

- interviewing people for the same 

- sifting through R lectures and writings for usable incidents 
and contacts 

- liaison with the Biographer for documentation and data 

- line to R for verification of data and approvals 

- false report correction actions 

I'm sure there are more and even these are a large undertaking. 

Sir, may I have your permission to do the above? 

This is okay. 


}-.uch love. 


R CK 


R Not CK 



Gerry 
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July 29, 1980 


TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 


This letter is written on behalf of Mr. L. Ron Hubbard 
who I act as Personal Secretary to. 

We wish to introduce you to Mr. Gerry’Armstrong who is 
currently assembling information and documentation for a bio¬ 
graphy about Mr. Hubbard. This will be an extensive work 
covering all periods of his life. 

Gerry is conducting interviews of Mr. Hubbard's relatives 
and friends. Accounts of personal contact with Ron will be 
very valuable biographical material. 

Mr. Hubbard has given his permission for Gerry to do any 
research needed to assist the author of the biography and to 
carry out these interviews providing that you are agreeable, too. 

I am to. convey to you that Ron would greatly appreciate any 
assistance you can give Mr. Armstrong in connection with this 
project. 

I can be readied via the above Tampa address if there are 
any questions. 


Sincerely, 


Ms. Pat Brice 
Personal Secretary to 


L. RON HUBBARD 


/pb 
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